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= 1=1 Text 




Where Have You Gone, Yogi Berra? 

I take issue with the editors’ comment that “Berra’s personal career statis- 
tics — batting average, home runs, wins above replacement value — were 
strong but not world-beating” (the Week, October 19). Are you kidding me? 
He’s top five or six in virtually all career batting statistics for catchers. He’s 
ahead of Bench in RBI, batting average, runs, hits, OPS, MVPs, all-star, 
World Series appearances, and world championships. His WAR statistic is 
distorted because defensive stats pre-1955 (so, the first eight years of his 
career) are missing. Bench has a few more HRs (389, No. 2 all-time catcher, 
while Berra had 358, No. 4 all-time). Clearly his batting stats are “world 
beating.” R.I.P., Yogi! 

George Abigail 
Plano, Texas 

The Editors respond: Berra holds the record for playing on the most 
teams that won the World Series: ten. More than any player in baseball his- 
tory, he was world-beating. His personal statistics were not. “World-beating” 
means “better than everyone else,” not “up there with the lead pack.” In 
WAR (wins above replacement), the metric that comes closest to capturing 
in one number a player’s overall value to his team, Berra ranks fifth among 
catchers — slightly ahead of Joe Torre and Mike Piazza and slightly behind 
Gary Carter, Ivan Rodriguez, Carlton Fisk, and Johnny Bench. Alas, the 
contribution that Berra made by calling and framing pitches is hard for sta- 
tisticians to measure. But the composite record of the pitchers he caught is 
clearly brilliant, suggesting superlative skill behind the plate. That most of 
his career numbers are not superlative — they’re only superior — casts into 
doubt the value of statistics more than the value of Yogi Berra. Two weeks 
after the first issue of this magazine was published, he was named Most 
Valuable Player in the American League. It was his third MVP award in 
five seasons. 



Corrections 

On the cover of our November 2 issue, the first name of Republican National 
Committee chairman Reince Priebus was misspelled as “Renee.” 

In the review, in the same issue, of David Pryce-Jones ’s book Fault Lines 
(“The Lost Continent”), Daniel Johnson stated that the book does not include 
a family tree. Mr. Johnson had an advance copy of the book; the final, pub- 
lished version of the book does include a family tree. And “Royaumont” was 
misspelled in the review as “Royaument.” 

We regret the errors. 



Letters may be submitted by e-mail to letters@nationalreview.com. 
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The Week 




Text 



■ Inlightoftheunspeakablehorrorstheyhavesuffered, please 
takeamomenttodaytoprayforthevictimsandsurvivorsofYale. 

■ SenatorsTedCrazandMarco Rubio sparredoverimmigra- 
tion.CruzblastedRubio’s20 1 3bill,whichwouldhaveletmany 
illegalimmigrantsapplyforcitizenship;Rubiorespondedthat 
Cruzhimselffavoredlettingmanyillegalimmigrantsgetlegal 
status;Cruzdeniedthathehadeversaidhefavoredit.Ourown 
view is that neither legal status nor citizenship should be on 
offer to illegal immigrants until we are quite sure that we are 
shrinking the illegal population through enforcement. Otler- 
wisetheseofferscouldactasmagnetsformoreillegalimmigra- 
tion. Since abandoning his bill, Rubio has sometimes talked 
about an enforcement-first approach. He needs to do more to 
winconservativetrust.Cruzstartsfromamuchbetterposition 
becausehecriticizedthe20 1 3bill,andhehasrecentlyoutlined 
afairlystrongplanforenforcement.Hehasalsowalkedaway 
fromhispastsupportforraisinglegal-immigrationlevelssig- 
nificantly, a policy that our economy does not need and that 
threatenstohinderassimilation.Bothmenhaveclearlyshifted 
someoftheirpositions;thegoodnewsisthattheyareshifting 
intherightdirection. 

■ Sugarrotsteeth,andhasalsocorrodedSenatorRubio’sfree- 
market principles. Florida politicians typically defend sugar 
subsidies, butevenformergovemorJebBushsaystheyshould 
bephasedout.Rubiosaysthatwecan’tgetridofthemunless 
othercountriesdo.Otherwiseouragriculturallandwillbelost 
todevelopmentandwewillloseour“foodsecurity.’ltisatesta 
menttothesenator ’ spoliticalskillsthathekeepsastraightface 
ashesaysthis.Inoneoftherecentdebates,TedCruzcriticized 
thesugarprogram,whichcostsAmericans$2billionannually. 
ARubio aide afterward said that only atiny fractionofvoters 
wouldunderstandtheissue.Right:That’swhatthesugarindus- 
trycountson. 

■ Pollsandheatrisetogether.High-ridingBenCarsontookfire 

fromDonaldTrumpandthepress.TrumphasslammedCarson 
before, calhnghim“low-energy”andslylydissinghisSeventh- 
dayAdventistfaith. Now, fastening onCarson’s admission that 
hisyouthfultempercausedhimtostabafriend(whereuponhe 
becamedevoutandself-controlled),Trumpstruckagain, calling 
ragea“pathologicar’affliction,likechildmolesting.Whatthen 
shallwecallboobishslanderTCNNquestionedthestabbinginci- 
denttoo,afterinterviewingtenchildhoodfriends,noneofwhom 
could recall hearing anything about the attempted stabbing or 
Carson’stemper(CNNevidentlyknowsverylittleabouttemper, 
whichcanbeintermittent,oraboutproof,whichisnotsupplied 
bytheabsenceofevidence). The WallStreet Journal questioned 

1 anotherCarsonstory,thathehadrefusedascholarshiptoWest 

\ Point. Carson never applied, and West Point gives no scholar- 

2 shipsperse(allcadetsattendforfree) .Yetbrighty oungmenare 







oftenencouragedtoapply,assuredthatadmissionwillbecertain. 

Carsondeclined,wantingtobeadoctorinstead.Ifthecandidate 

showedahintofhisoldtemperwhendenouncingthepressfor 

thesestories,wecan’tdenyhewasprovoked. 

■ ThenewspeakeroftheHouseisPaulRyan.Ryanisanintelli 
gentandimaginativepolicywonk.MittRomneytappedhimas 
hisrunningmatetogivehisticketevenmoreintellectualheftand 
moreconservativecredentials;Ryan’spreviousleadershipslots 
wereaschairmanoftheBudgetandtheWaysandMeanscom- 
mittees . His predecessor as speaker, J ohn B oehner, honest and 
solidbuthard-handedandsomewhatunimaginative, leftfacing 
the prospect of a revolt from tea-party and Freedom Caucus 
members. Ryan will enjoy maybe six minutes of peace with 
them.Makethattwelve — hepromisednottobringupanimmi- 
gration bill while Obamais president (Ryan is an immigration 
enthusiast).Thetorment,andtheglory,oftheAmericansystem 
isthatnosinglebranchcanruntheshowbyitself.Keepingalib- 
erated lame-duckpresident in check and a large, feisty caucus 
happywillnowbeSpeakerRyan’stasks. 

■ Boehnersaidthathewantedto“cleanthebarn”forhissuc- 
cessoras speaker oftheHouse.Buthiseleventh-hourbudget 
dealwithPresidentObamawasapigsty-worthymess.Thefor- 
mer speaker advertised the deal as a necessary debt-limit 
increase offset by spending cuts and entitlement reforms . In 
realityitwasa“clean”debt-ceilingincreaseappendedtoabill 
breaking the budget caps established by the Budget Control 
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If You Are Approaching Retirement or Already Retired, 
Call 1-800-925-3804 for Your FREE Copy! 



While its easy to imagine retirement as a time of relaxation, enjoyment and fun, the fact of the matter is that a successful retirement 
doesn’t just happen. It takes thought, planning and action. To help you get ready for retirement or make your retirement even better, 
we’ve assembled 99 retirement tips. Importantly, Ken Fisher has gleaned these tips from Fisher Investments’ clients, people who 
have or are successfully navigating the transition from work to retirement. 



Here’s Just a Few of the Things You’ll Learn 



Determine how much you can take 
from your investment portfolio 
without risking running out of 
money. (Tip #10) 



Why, if you are close to 
retirement or already retired, 
you’ll probably live longer 
than you think. (Tip #12) 



How not to get caught 
in the inflation trap 
and the fallacy of 
most asset- allocation 
advice. (Tip #13) 



What you should tell your adult children 
about your finances. (Tip #23) 




Why selecting a benchmark, 
something few people do, can 
help you maintain and grow 
your portfolio over time in bull 
and bear markets. (Tip #19) 



Why paying down your 
mortgage before you retire 
might not be a good idea. 

(Tip #26) 

Estimate what your taxes are 
going to be and look for ways 
to reduce them in retirement. 

(Tip #40) 



Why retirement can be a 
strain for marriages. (Tip #87) 



r 1 

And many more financial, lifestyle and health suggestions! 

L. U 



Retirement Is More Complicated than Just Money Management 

99 Retirement Tips will help you better understand the concerns and issues that retired people face. Please claim your copy today, at 
no cost or obligation, and take a step toward a better retirement. 



About Fisher Investments and Ken Fisher 

Fisher Investments is a money management firm serving successful individuals as well as large institutional investors. With over 
$65 billion* in assets under management and with a track record of over 35 years in bull and bear markets, Fisher Investments 
uses its proprietary research to manage money for people with investable assets over $500,000. 

Ken Fisher, Founder, CEO and Co- Chief Investment Officer, has been Forbes’ “Portfolio Strategy” columnist for over 30 years 
and is the author of more than 10 financial books, including 4 New York Times bestsellers. 



Call today for your FREE copy! 

! Toll-free 1-800-925-3804 ! 

I Reference code AR57 when calling. I 



©2015 Fisher Investments. 5525 NW Fisher Creek Drive, Camas, WA 98607. 
Investments in securities involve the risk of loss. 

Past performance is no guarantee of future returns. 

*As of 6/30/201 5. 
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THE WEEK 



Act of 20 1 1 , the notorious “sequestration” that has proven 
abouttheonlyfiscaldisciplineofwhichWashington,D.C.,is 
capable.Underthedeal,thefederalborrowinglimit — currently 
$18.1 trillion — is suspendedthroughMarch 15,2017. Mean 
while, the law increases total spending by $ 80 billion over 
thenextt woy ear s — $ 5 Obillionthefir s ty e ar, $ 3 Obilliont he 

next, splitequally between defense andnon-defense discre- 
tionary spending . Spendingcutsf arinthefutureareinc lucfed 
asafigleaf.Republicansmaywelcomeescapingtheprospect 
ofmorebudgetfightsduringthispresident’slastyear,butthe 
lawgivesthepresidentbillionsofdollarstothrowathispet 
projects and has created further precedent for Congress to 
renege on its spending commitm ents . We have looked on 
J ohn B oehner ’ sspeaker shipmorekindlythanmanyothercon 
servativeshavedone.Thiswasadisappointingwayforhim 
togoout. 

■ Conservatives have traditionally been suspicious of value- 
added taxes. Their burden is hidden: paid in higher prices or 
wagesneverseen.Sotheymayprovetooeasytoraise,asthey 
appear to have been in Europe. If anyone could dispel these 
fears, i t wouldbe Senators Rand Paul and Ted Cruz, both of 
whomaretrustedaslimited-governmentstalwartsandbothof 
whomhaveproposedVATsaspartofthetax-reformplansthey 
arehawkingonthepresidentialhustings.Inbothplans,aVAT 
plusalow,flatincometaxwouldreplacetoday’spayrolltax, 
corporate tax, and income tax. Their tax cuts are more re 
strainedthanthoseofmostoftheircompetito rsintheprimaries : 

Theywouldloselessmoney,andcutmiddle-classtaxbillsless. 
Butthey wouldimprove incentives to work, save, and invest. 

Paul says that wage-earners would come out way ahead be 
causehegetsridofthepayrolltax;theywouldhavetoreadthe 
fine printto know thatthe VAT takes away mostofthatgain. 
Cruzsaysthatfamiliesmakinglessthan$36,000ayearwould 
pay no tax : Inreality, they would pay no tax they would see . 

The advertising pitches , understandably, hide what ’ s unattrac- 
tiveintheplans ;it’ stheeasewithwhichtheyhideitthatshould 
concern conservatives who want to avoid a future of tax in 



■ Hillary Clinton’s testimony 
beforetheHouseSelectCommittee 
onB enghaziconfirmed whatmany 
have long suspected: By the eve 
ninghours of September 11, 20 12, 
the Obama administration knew 
that the deadly assault on the 
Amercan diplomatic compoundin 
Benghazi,Libya,wasaplannedter- 
rorist attack, yet for several days 
afterwarditattributedtheattacktoa 
spontaneousprotestagainstananti- 
Muslimvideo.Shortlyafterll a.m. 
onSeptember 1 1 ,then-secretaryof 
stateClintonsentane-mailtoher 
daughter, Chelsea, lamentingthat 
“twoofourofficerswerekilledin 
Benghazi by an al-Qaeda-like 
group.” The next day, on the 
phone with Egyptian prime min- 



creaseaftertaxincrease. 



' ^ 



ister Hisham Kandil, she dismissed the video explanation 
completely : “We know the attackinLiby ahad nothing to do 
withthefilm.Itwasaplannedattack,notaprotest. . . .Based 
ontheinformationwesawtoday,webelievethatthegroupthat 
claimedresponsibility for this was affiliated withal- Qaeda.” 
Yetmorethanaweekpassedbeforeshemadesimilarlycate- 
gorical statements to the Ame rican public. Predictably, 
Democratshave dismissedtherevelationsas“oldnews.”But 
itisalwaysnewsworthywhenweacquireevidencethatalead- 
ing presidential candidate dissembled about a terrorist attack 
thatkilledfourAmericans . 

■ Sowhena3 a.m. callaboutlSIScomestoHillaryClintonor 

BemieSanders,howwilltheyrespond?AttheDemocraticde 
bate in Des Moines, the former secretary of state was asked 

whethertheadministrationinwhichsheservedhadunderesti- 
matedISIS.Inaramblinganswer,shesaidISIS“cannotbecon- 
tained,itmustbedefeated,”thenaddedthatdoingso“cannot 
beanAmericanfight.”Asforunderestimating,sherefusedto 
say. Bernie Sanders said that climate change is our greatest 
national- security threat, and 4 ‘directly related to the growth of 
terrorism.”Bu ttheworstforeign-policymomentoftheevening 
was Mrs . Clinton’ s , when she defended her Wall Street fund 
raisingbysayingthaton9/l 1 “wewereattackedindowntown 
Manhattan, whereWallStreetis.’Ttwasabitofflag-wavingso 
absurdandshockingthateveryonepummeledherforit, right 
andleft.AfterParis,theDemocraticfieldgotsmaller — almost 
assmallasthemantheyhopetosucceed. 

■ Sanders found himself accused in October of sexism and 

racism.Clinton wasabletodetectmorethanawhiffofbothin 
commentsthesenatorfromVermonthadmadeaboutguncon- 
trolinthefirstDemocraticdebate.Sandershadprotestedthat 
“all the shouting inthe world” wouldn ’ tkeep guns out of the 
wronghands — alinehe’dbeenusingregularlyonthestump. 
Clinton responded at a Jefferson- Jackson dinner: “I haven’t 

beenshouting, butsometimeswhenawomanspeaksout,some 
peoplethinkit’sshouting.”Sandershadalsosaidthathisrural 
constituents took a different view of gun control than people 
livinginmoreurbanstates.Clintonsuggestedtomembersofa 
South Carolina chapter of the NAACP that this was aracial 
dogwhistle.ForanyonewonderinghowmuchClintonplansto 
play the race and gender c ards this campaign season, she’s 

tippedherhand. 

■ OnetraitthatAbrahamLincolnandRonaldReaganshared 
wasthegiftofbeing underestimated: Strangersandevensup- 
portersthoughtLincolnwasarube;theyfoundReagansimple- 
minded, even(asheaged)senile.Recentlythetwopresidents 
have shared a second trait : B ill O ’ Reilly has written dodgy 
books about them. Killing Lincoln recycled long-exploded 
conspir acytheories(e . g . ,thatS ecretaryofW arEd winS tanton 
wasinvolvedinhisassassination). KillingReagan arguesthat 
J ohn Hinckley ’ s non-f atal 1981 bullet somehow tipped Rea 
ganintohismentaldecline.Somedecline:Americaenjoyeda 
seven-year boom and victory in the Cold War. George Will 
slammed this best-seller as “nonsensical history”; O’Reilly 
called Will a “hack.” Reagan’s record has bee n examined, 
and praised, by impartial historians (John Patrick Diggins, 

H. W.Brandsj.BillO’ Reilly shouldsticktoTV. 
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THE WEEK 



A Bleak Future? 



I nterest rates have been so low for so long that 
younger readers of National Review might wonder 
why anyone would ever bother to put money in a 
bank account or invest in a bond. This lengthy period of 
low interest rates is of course partly attributable to price- 
fixing in bond markets. The Federal Reserve has kept its 
key policy variable, the federal-funds rate, close to zero 
for nearly seven years. But as the world economy inches 
back toward normal, and the Fed does likewise, it is nat- 
ural to inquire, “What is a normal interest rate?” There is 
a chance, after all, that we might observe one again 
someday. 

Many attribute the introduction of the notion of a long- 
run rate of interest to Swedish economist Knut Wicksell’s 
1898 essay “The Influence of the Rate of Interest on 
Commodity Prices.” In the years since, economists have 
studied the concept at length, and, as with the more 
widely recognized concept of the natural rate of unem- 
ployment, it has become a key consideration for policy- 
makers. In the long run, economists assume, the labor 
market is at the natural rate of unemployment, and in the 
long run the interest rate is at its natural or “equilibrium” 
real rate as well. 

Since 2012, the Federal Reserve has published the 
long-term interest-rate forecasts of the individual mem- 
bers of the Federal Open Market Committee (FOMC). It 
publishes this set of economic projections alongside 
many others, such as those for growth and inflation. 
While these receive little focus, they provide citizens with 
the predictions of a sophisticated group about some- 
thing conceptually similar to the natural rate of interest. 

As can be seen in the chart, the average FOMC fore- 
cast for the longer-run interest rate at the time of the first 
data release in January 201 2 was 4.20 percent. As of the 
last data release this past September, it had fallen to 
3.46 percent. 

This drop is extremely noteworthy but has scarcely 
received attention. Flow should one interpret this reduction 
of the long-run interest-rate forecast? The macroeconomics 
literature on the topic points to one conclusion: The Fed 
has increasingly become very, very, very gloomy about the 
future of economic growth. 

There are two main channels that associate lower rates 
of interest with lower growth. The first comes from busi- 
nesses and the second from consumers. As the level of ex- 
pected economic activity decreases, businesses ratchet 
down their investment plans, reducing the demand for 
credit. As consumers expect lower growth, they save more 
today to preserve their standard of living in the future. Both 
effects link lower growth to lower interest rates. 

And if the FOMC members are reducing their fore- 
casts for the interest rate over the long run, abstracting 



away from the influence of temporary shocks, then they 
are anticipating that the current gloom will persist. The 
minutes of the most recent FOMC meeting, in Septem- 
ber, corroborate this view. “The [Federal Reserve] staff 
left its forecast for real GDP growth over the second 
half of the year little changed but lowered its projection 
for economic growth over the next several years. The 
staff also further trimmed its assumptions for the rates 
of increase in productivity and potential output over the 
medium term,” the most recent round of released min- 
utes noted. 

Apparently, in the minds of the FOMC, the U.S. econ- 
omy is running on fumes. Could the Fed turn out to be 
wrong? For that to happen, productivity would have to 
surprise on the upside, driving up firms’ demand for 
credit and reducing the savings of investors. The good 
news is that if these figures returned to normal levels, a 
textbook model would yield a natural interest rate at 
least a percentage point or two above the current Fed 
projection. The bad news is that growth has disappointed 
so much for so long that the Fed’s pessimism is not 
clearly irrational. The euro-dollar futures market allows 
us to calculate what the market thinks the long-run nat- 
ural rate of interest is, and it is below even the Fed’s cur- 
rent forecast — by a full percentage point. It’s hard to 
imagine sentiment being any darker, which perhaps sug- 
gests impending dawn. 

-KEVIN A. HASSETT 



Average FOMC ‘Longer Run’ 
Interest-Rate Forecast 




10 NATIONAL REVIEW I www.nationalreview.com 



DECEMBER 7, 2015 




■ The Obama administration has, as expected, blocked the 

Keystone XL pipeline project after six years of dithering. 
Whatisinterestingisthattheadministration,nowsafelybe 
yondanyelection,revealeditsrealrationaleforopposingthe 
project:Theadministrationopposesenergydevelopmentper 
se.Thestatementonitsdecisiondidnotdwellonanypartic- 
ularaspectoftheKey stoneproj ector anyenvironmentalcon- 

cernsuniquetoit;rather,itinsistedthatwemust“keepsome 
fossil fuels in the ground,” period. The alternative, the ad 
miristraion argued, is rendering some corners of the world 
uninhabitablebecause of global warming . This is nonsense : 
Thelackofapipelineisn’tgoingtokeepthatCanadianshale 

oil from being consumed, and will in truth ensure that it is 
consumed in less efficient ways that bring no benefit to 
Americans . Environmentalists have opposed every piece of 
energy-infrastructure development on the table outside of a 
fewdaftwind-farms,becausetheiraimistolimitenergycon- 
sumption as a way to limit economic development: They 
believe that human flourishing in material terms is a crime 
againstEarth. 

■ Ahmed “ClockB oy ” Mohamedhad abanner month . Atthe 
tail endof his global victimhoodtour in October, the wunder 
kindenj oyedred-carpettreatmentfromOmaral-B ashir,themil 
iaydictatorlargelyresponsiblefor2.5milliondeadSidai£se 
since his reign of terror began in the early 1 990s ; visited the 
WhiteHouse;andreceivedthe“AmericanMuslimoftheYear’’ 
awardfromtheCouncilonAmerican-IslamicRelations .Th en, 
dayslaterjiisfather announcedthatthefamilywouldbemoving 
toQatar,“aplacewheremykidscanstudyandlearnandallof 

them [be] acceptedbythatcountry. ”Yes , werealizeho wtrying 
ithasbeentobefetedbySiliconValleyCEOsandUnitedNa 
tionsdignitariesandheadsofstate.SototheMohamedfamily 
wecanonlysay: Godspeed. 

■ New Yorkattorney generalEricT. Schneiderman’s office is 
investigating Exxon for the crime of holding and speaking the 
wrongviewsaboutglobalwarming.Thisispartofalongcam- 
paignbytheLefttocriminalizedissentonthesubjectofcarbon 
dioxideemissionsandthedesirabihtyoftheirregulation,acam- 
paignembracedby Democratic politicians andprogressive a e 
tivstssuchasRobertF. Kennedy Jr.ThepersecutionofExxon 

is modeledonthe case againsttobacco companie s some years 

back,anditassumesthatifExxontookcertainpositionsinthe 

lightofcertainknowledge,orifitdonatedmoneytogroupsthat 

didso,thenthissomehowconstitutedfraudattheexpenseofthe 

publichealth.Exxonisanoddtargetforthis:Thecompanyhas 

longtakenanunremarkableviewonthescienceofglobalwarm- 

inginlinewiththescientificconsensus,andithasamongother 

things advised its shareholders that rising temperatures could 

disruptitsbusinessintheArctic.Ithasalsoforthrightlyopposed 

manyregulatoryproposalsandU.S.entryintotheKyotoPrcto 

cols,aninternationalemissionspact,onthegroundsthatthese 

arebadpolicy. Thisis part of a very worrisome trend: Ledby 

Harry Reid, SenateDemocratsinthesummerof20 1 4 votedto 

repealthecoreoftheFi rstAmendmentsothattheycouldforbid 

certain political criticism on threat of imprisonment. Now, 

Exxonistobelootedforholdingnon-conformingpolicyprefer- 

ences.Thecaseshouldbethrownout.SoshouldNewYorkat 

toney generalEricT. S chneiderman . 



■ Houston’ sbattleovertransgender-toiletregulationhasbeen 

aremarkablethingtobehold.Inathrivingcitythatisbesetwith 
somegenuine challenges, Houston ’sbigpoliticalfighthasbeen 
overwhetherthecityshouldpotentiallydispatchpoliceofficers 
toenforcerulesaboutwhoispermittedtousewhichrestroom 
or whether businesses can workthatoutforthemselves, with 
theas sumptionthatB ob ’ sChildren ’ sB ookstoreandB ob ’ sGay 
B ar might end up with different procedures . Houston mayor 
Annise Parker, the first openly lesbian woman t o serve in the 

role for a maj or U. S . city, is a ridiculous social warrior. The 
HoustonEqualRights Ordinance — “HERO, ’’inevitably — had 
previouslybeenthrownoutbythestate’ssupremecourtonthe 
groundsthatithadbeenimproperlyenacted,withthecitymaking 
anillegalend-runaroundcertainrequirements.ButParkeretal. 
keptatit,withthemayortakingtheextraordinary — andplainly 
improper — step o f issuing subpoenas for the sermons of local 
clergymenwhomshesuspectedoffailingtosupportheronthe 
legislative matter. The ordinance recently went to a vote, and 
the largely Democratic and overwhelmingly non- white city 
cameoutinlargenumberstodefeatitbya20-pointmargin.The 
usual activist groups got their dresses over their heads and 
threatenedaboycottandotherretaliationagainstHo uston,but, 
sofar,nothing.Faimesssuretakesalotofbullying. 

■ LongbeforetheParismurders ,sensiblepeoplekne wwhatwas 

neededtostabilizeEurope’simmigrationcrisis:establishmentof 
processingcentersoutsidetheEU;distinguishingbetweenrefu 
gees and migrants; national-border controls; strict deportation 
procedures ; and keeping genuine refugees near the places they 
hadfledfrom.Yett heEUandmostnationalgovemmentsmoved 
intheoppositedirection,andnationsthatsoughttocontrolthe 
influxweredenouncedinmoralisticterms . Germany ’schancel- 
lorAngelaMerkefissuedanunlimitedinvitationtoSyrianrefu 
gees,whereuponthenumbersofmigrants — mostofthemneither 
refugeesnorSyriansnorespeciallypoor — begantorise;people 
across Europebegan to resist; andgovemmen tsbegan to close 

their border s . Then came Paris . S ome of the murderers entered 
Europe through Greece, and all moved through the borderless 
SchengenzonewithouthindranceHowdidEurope’srulingclass 
ignore this horrendous risk? Why are some even no wresisting 
thepopularpressuretocloseborders?LeadersofEurope’smain- 
streamparties cleave to aEuro-utopianism that embraces open 
borders, mass im migration, and multiculturalism. Average citi- 
zens, however, recognize reality and are forcing their govem- 
mentstoclosetheirbordersandseizecontrolofmigrationpolicy 
fromBrussels.Itwillbealongbattle:Europeaninstitutionsare 
designed to limit democracy and protect European integration 
from the voters . But whengo vemments override their citizens ’ 
wishestothepointofexposingthemt omassmurder,theyhave 
lostcontactwithmorethanreality. 

■ Almostevery day oneortwoPalestinians attempttokillls 
raelis ,dri vingacaratthem, thro wingrocks ,ordrawingaknife 
fors tabbing — hencethisboutofviolenceisknownas“theknife 
intifada. ’’Mostof them are detectedand shot deadas they ap 
proach.Thenumbersaren’tclear,butseeminglyadozenIsraelis 
havebeenmurdered,whi lefiveorsixtimesasmanyPalestinians 
have lost their lives and about half as many again have been 
woundedorcaptured.Theyseemtobeinspiredbytheexample 
of the suicide bombers in the nearby Islamic State. Mahmoud 
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Abbas, presidentofthePalestinianAuthorityontheWestBank, 
praisestheperpetratorsinjustsuchareligiousidiom:“Wewel- 
come every drop of blood spilled in Jerusalem. This is pure 
blood, cleanblood^loodomtswaytcAllah.’Hefurtheraccuses 
thels raelisofcontaminatingthegreatandholyAl-Aqsamosque 
withtheir“filthyfeet”asaprehidetodestroyingit.Comneita 
tors, Secretary of State John Kerry among them, suppose that 
IsraelisettlementsontheWestBankareprovokingthismenla 
ciousandcostlyincitement.MorelikelyAbbashopesthatplay- 
ing this card will keep at bay Hamas, his deadly Palestinian 
IslamistrivalsinGaza. 

■ TheleftistLiberalpartyhasmadeacomebackinCanada, win- 
ning the general election. The Liberal leader, the energetic and 
effusiveJustinTrudeau,becomesprimeministerattheageof43. 
Adynastyisborn.Hisfather,PierreTrudeau,wasprimeminister 
from 1 968 to 1 979 and from 1 9 80 to 1 9 84. In 1 972, President 
Nixonpaida state visitto Canadaandat adinnerinhis honor 
raised atoastto Justin, then ababy inarms, 4 The future prime 
ministerof Canada.”StephenHarper,thelong-servingoutgoing 
primeminister,madethemistakeofcampaigningontheslogan 
thatJusti nwas 4 4 j ustnotready, ’ ’muchtoofeebletohaltthereturn 

of Trudeaumania or, to put it in more prosaic terms, the mis 
govemmentofCanada. 

■ If theEuropeanParliamentis goodfor anything, itis forthe 
Sakharov Prize for Freedom of Thought, established in 1 98 8 . 
Someverygoodpeoplehavereceivedthisprize,includingsome 
whowouldbeveryunlikelytoreceivetheNobelPeacePrize — 
specifically, Cubandissidents .Thisyear,theS akharovPrizehas 
gonetoamostworthyandneedyrecipient:RaifBadawi,aSaudi 
politicalprisoner.Callingforhumanrightsinhiscountry,hewas 
imprisonedin20 1 2andpubliclycaned:Hewashi twith50blows 
outsideamosqueAthousandmoreblowsarepromisedAcord 
ingtoreports ,B adawiisindirephy sicalandmentalhealth.Per 
hapstheS akharo vPrizewillprolonghislife . 

■ In a great victory for human rights , the organ-harvesting , 
gulag-operating brutes in Beijing have decided that Chinese 
womenmayhavetwochildrenbeforetheyareforcedintoabor- 
tionatgunpoint,ratherthan thepreviousstandardofonechild. 

■ Umea, acityinnorthernS weden, holds commemorations of 
Kristallnacht, that precursor to the Holocaust that occurred in 
Germanyin 1938 .Thisyear,the Jewishcommunity wasnotin 
vi£dtothecommemoration.Why?Alocalofficialexplained“In 
previousyears,wehavehadalotofPalestinianflagsattheseral- 

lies ,ande venonebannerwherethelsraeliflagwa sequatedwith 

aswastika.TheJewishcommunitywasn’tinvitedbecauseweas 
sumedtheymightbeuncomfortablearoundthatsortofthing.” 
Yes,agoodassumption.Butwhyisanyoneelsecomfortable? 

■ InNovember, the land of John Stuart Mill tookyet another 
wrongtumAfteraminorcelebritynamedUrsulaPresgravetook 
to Facebook to share her hideous opinion that children with 
Downsyndromeshouldb ekilled,Britishpolicerespondedtothe 
outragebyarrestingherandslappingherwitha“maliciouscom- 
munications”charge.Followingashortinvestigation,Presgrave 
was also accused of possessing on her cellphone a series of 
“memes” that might be offensive to the disabled. She pleaded 



guiltytobothchargesandsowillgotoj ailforuptosixmonths . 
Naturally, Presgrave’sviewsareabhorrentandshewouldbenefit 
greatlyfromsomesustainedmoralreflectionButitisnottherole 
of Her Maj esty ’ s government to ensure that everyone holds 
viewspalatabletothemajority.Thestateexiststoprotectusfrom 
violence, not from hurtful sentiments or ill- thought-out words. 
OncetheBritishunderstoodthisintheirbones;now,theydonot. 

■ In June 20 14, French foreign minister Laurent Fabius con- 
vened a gathering of television meteorologists — and ordered 
themtohighlightthedangersofclimatechangeintheirbroad- 
casts , in anticipationof theParis Climate Conference (COP2 1 ) 
settobeginattheendof 20 1 5 . Instead, meteorologistPhilippe 
Verdierwrote Climatelnvestigat /cw,accusingclimatescientists, 
politicians , and the environmental lobby of exaggerating the 
threat of chmate change , whichhe s ay s amounts to a “global 
scandal.”ThebookwaspublishedinOctober,andVerdierwas 
immediatelyput“onleave”byhisbossesatchannelFrance2. 
InearlyNovember, he was fired. “Iputmysehdnthepathof 
COP21,whichisabulldozer,andthisistheresult,”hetolda 
Frenchradiostation.Welcometothenewscientificmethod. 

■ LiberalswithintheCatholichierarchyhavebeentryingtolet 

people who are divorced and remarried receive communion, 
eveniftheChurchhasnotannulledtheiroldmarriages.Thepro- 
posedchangeispresentedasacharitablerelaxationofdiscipline, 
butitwouldamounttoachangeinCatholicteachingontheindis- 
solubility of marriage. Ad vocates of this change tried to rig a 
synod of bishopstoissuearecommendationthattheircourse 
befollowed;or,failingawholesalechange,toletlocalbishops 
do as they please. Arevoltledby African bishops prevented 
anysuchrecommendation.PopeFrancisclosedthesynodwith 
aspeechthatexpressedunhappinessaboutthetoneofsomeof 
thecriticismoftheliberals — or, tosomeears, bitterness aboutthe 

liberals’defeat.Ifthepopedecidestogoaheadwithoneofthe 
liberalproposalsjiewillbedividinghisflockfomoobviousrea- 

son, sincelocalities so inclined are already lax about enforcing 
communion rules. As he prayerfully reflects on his choice, 
amongthethingsheshouldconsideriswhethertheHolySpiritis 
actingthroughtheAfricanbishopstoprotecttheChurch. 

■ DaltonTrumboisa 
hero of the Left, and 
theyhavedulyheroized 
him in a new movie. 
Simultaneously, they 
havevilifiedormocked 
his critics. Tru mbo 
was one of the Holy 
wood Ten and an ar 
dent Commmist. He 
loved Stalin, and he 
loved, or at least de 
fended, Hitler, too, be 
fore the latter was rude 
enough to break the 
Hitler-StalinpactAfterthewar,Trumbowasequallyardentfor 
KimllSunginKorea, who would establish whatremains the 

worst state on earth. At the University of Colorado, you will 
find a Dalton Trumbo Fountain Court. The accompanying 
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^ “My friends all hate their ^ 
cell phones... I love mine!” 
Here’s why. 




Say good-bye to everything you hate about cell phones. Say hello to Jitterbug5. 




“Cell phones have gotten so small, I 
can barely dial mine .” Not 

Jitterbug®, it features a larger keypad 
for easier dialing. It even has an 
oversized display so you can actually 
see it. 



“I had to get my son to program it” 

Your Jitterbug set-up process is simple. 
We’ll even pre-program it with your 
favorite numbers. 



“I tried my sister’s cell phone ... 

I couldn’t hear it.” Jitterbug is 
designed with a powerful speaker. 
There’s an adjustable volume control, 
and Jitterbug is hearing-aid compatible. 



“I don’t need stock quotes, Internet 
sites or games on my phone, I just 
want to talk with my family and 
friends.” Life is complicated enough... 
Jitterbug is simple. 



“What if I don’t remember a number?” 

Friendly, helpful Jitterbug operators are 
available 24 hours a day and will even 
greet you by name when you call. 



Friendly Return Policy 1 



30 days 



30 days 



More minute plans available. Ask your Jitterbug expert for details. 



“I’d like a cell phone to use in an 
emergency, but I don’t want a high 
monthly bill.” Jitterbug has a plan to 
fit your needs... and your budget. 



Available in 
Blue and Red. 



“My cell phone company wants to lock me in on a 
two-year contract!” Not Jitterbug, there’s no contract 
to sign and no penalty if you discontinue your service. 

“My phone’s battery only lasts 
a couple of days.” Unlike 
most cell phones that need to 
be recharged every day, the 
Jitterbug was designed with one 
of the longest-lasting batteries 
on the market, so you won’t 
have to worry about running out 
of power. 



Enough talk. Isn’t it time you 
found out more about the cell 
phone that’s changing all the 
rules? Call now, Jitterbug product 
experts are standing by. 



^ Monthly Plan 


$14.99 


$19.99 > 


Monthly Minutes 


was^T NOW 200 


was NOW 600 


Operator Assistance 


24/7 


24/7 


Long Distance Calls 


No add’l charge 


No add’l charge 


Voice Dial 


FREE 


FREE 


Nationwide Coverage 


YES 


YES 



Order now and receive a 
FREE Car Charger for your Jitterbug - 
a $25 value. Call now! 



jitterbug. 
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Colonial Heights, VA 23834 




Jitterbug5 Cell Phone 

Call toll free today to get your own Jitterbug5. 
Please mention promotional code 101740. 

1 - 877 - 651-6956 

www.jitterbugdirect.com 

We proudly accept the following credit cards. 
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Other charges and restrictions may apply. Screen images simulated.There are no additional fees to call GreatCall’s U.S. Based Customer Service. However, for calls to an Operator in which a service is completed, 
minutes will be deducted from your monthly balance equal to the length of the call and any call connected by the Operator, plus an additional 5 minutes. Monthly minutes carry over and are available for 60 
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and fees subject to change. We will refund the full price of the GreatCall phone and the activation fee (or set-up fee) if it is returned within 30 days of purchase in like-new condition.We will also refund your 
first monthly service charge if you have less than 30 minutes of usage. If you have more than 30 minutes of usage, a per minute charge of 35 cents will be deducted from your refund for each minute over 30 
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plaquesays,“CUStudent,DistinguishedFilmWriter, Lifelong 
Ad/ceate of the First Amendment.” What Trumbo advocated 
was nothing like the Constitution, the Bill of Rights, or the 
First Amendment. Heservedanideologythathaskilledtensof 
millions of people and enslaved hundreds of millions more. 

But don’ t expect Hol)wood to understand, or to give a fair 

portray alofhislife . 

■ Asreadersofourpreviousissueknow,N ational Review is 
celebratingits60thanniversary.Wewouldnowliketopaytrib- 

ute to an older brother and two younger brothers . The older 
brotheris Commentary fa orninl 945 .Butitwasbornasacon- 
servativemagazine later, whenNormanPodhoretz,theeditor, 
movedright. Commentary isnowablyeditedbyNorman’sson, 
John. City Journal wasborninl990,andistherefore25.The 
magazineoftheManhattanInstitute,ithasbeenshapedbysuch 
figuresasMyronMagnet,HeatherMacDonald,andthecurrent 
editor, BrianAnderson. TheWeeklyStandard wasborninl995, 
edited, thenasnow,byWilliamKristol(sonofthegreateditor 
Irving). Every time they appear, these magazines enlighten, 
console, and delightus. Conservatives are lucky forthisrich- 
ness,andsoistheworldatlarge. 

■ FredThompsonhadseveralcareers,andhewasgoodatall 
ofthem.Alawyer,hewastabbedbyTennesseesenatorHow 
ardB aker, his mentor, to serve as Republicancounselto the 
Watergatecommittee.Heshoneinthatrole.Soon,hewasdo 




ingmo vies .Inthe 1 990s ,hehimselfranfortheSenate, suc- 
cessfully. While in the Senate, he was ch airman of the 
committee investigating the Clinton White House’s shady 
fundraisingpractices.Democratsblockedhimateverytum,but 
hedidhisbest.Hewasthoughttobeanaturalforpresidentin 
2000.Hedeclinedtorun,foraninterestingreason.Thaterawas 
atimeofpeaceandprosperity,howevershakilygroundedAnd 
“Idon’twanttospendseveralmonthstryingfoconvincepeople 
they ’ re not as w ell off as they thinkthey are . ” He starredin a 
television series, Law & Order . He did run for president the 
nexttimetheRepublicannominationcameopen,in2008.He 
didnotfarewell,buthewasrugged, charming, andintelligent, 
asalway s .HewasafavoriteonN ational Review cruises And 

hewasatrueandexemplaryAmerican.Hehasnowdiedat7 3 , 
leavingbehindmillionsofwell-earnedfans.R.I.P. 

■ Germanchancellorfroml 974to 1 9 8 2 , Helmuts chmidtwas 
oneofthegreatmenofhistime.AfterexperiencingtheHitler 



YouthandthewartimeWehrmacht,hetookuppoliticsforthe 

solepurposeofmakingGermanyanormaldemocraticcountry. 

The terrorism of the Red Army Faction and the Baader- 
Meinhof gang was an internal threat to stability that he con- 
fronted head on. The Soviet Union and Communist East 
Germanytookeveryopportunityforsubversion.Whilemaking 
itplainthatpersonally he despised President Carter, Schmidt 

nevertheless was the firmest of allies withtheUnited States, 
overridingleft-wingoppositiontoputinplaceadefensivemis- 
silesystem.Thesamewishtomakefriendsandstandbythem 
ledhimtoworkforasingleEuropeancurrency.Afterleaving 
office, he became apublisher and author, speaking his mind 
with the authority of an elder — and very human — statesman . 
Interviewers never fai led to mention that he smoked three 
packs of cigarettesaday.BorninHamburg,hehasdiedthere 
attheageof96.R.I.P. 

■ The“nouveauxphilosophes” — whichistosay,thenewphilos 
cphers — wereabsolutebogeymenwhentheyaroseoutofbdne 
mianParisinthestudentfrothof 1 968 .There werethreeorfour 
of them, but none more frightful than Andre Glucksmann. A 
Marx st and aMaoist, he was afrie nd of Michel Foucault, al 

readyaphilosopherfamousformakingeveryonefeelguiltyfor 
beingthemselves.Atsomepointin the 1970s, unlikeFoucault, 
he grew up. Perhaps Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn’s three volumes 
documentingthemurderousSovietGulagwereresponsiblefor 
it;perhapsitwasArabhostilitytoJewsAtanyrate,henowsav- 
aged what he had previously praised, and praised what he had 
savaged, for instance the policies of Presidents Reagan and 
GeorgeW.Bush.Thetransformationoftherevolutionaryintoa 
Frenchneoconservati veistrulyafableforthesetimes Aged7 8 , 
hehasdiedofcancer.R.I.P. 

AT WAR 

After Paris 

O N theverydayafterPresidentObamadeclaredlSISto 
be “contained,” it reached hundreds of miles outside 
whathesupposedwereitslimitsandstrucktheheartof 
Paris . Concert-goers , diners , soccer fans : Any randomgroup of 
infidelcivilians wasfairgame .ISIS ’ smurdererstookmorethan 
1 201ives ;dozensmorewereinjuredcritically.Frenchpresident 
FranfoisHollandecalledtheattacks, correctly, an“actofwar.” 

This camageis what happens when terrorists are given safe 
havens, whentheyhavetimeandspacetorecruitandtrainnew 
fighfers,andwhentheyhavetimeandfundstoorga nizeattacks. 
Inshort, theWestforgotaprincipallessonofSeptemberl 1 That 
terroristscannotbegivenrespite. 

InashortspanofweeksJSIShasclaimedresponsibilityfor 
suicide bombings in Beirut, downing a Russian passenger jet, 
and — now — amulti-prongedurbanassaultintheheartofoneof 
theWest’sgreatcities.ItpromisestobringthewartotheUnited 
States(“Americanbloodisbest,’’ISIS cackled, post-attack) .The 

ideathatfSIScouldbe“contained”wasfollyfromthebeginning. 
Every day that ISIS exists is another day that it recruits sex- 
starved and violence-addicted young fanatics from abroad, in 
spires themin their home countries , or infiltrates theminto the 
massofimigrantsnowflowingfromtheMiddleEastthroughthe 
open borders of Europe. Indeed, it is reported that one o f the 

attaclerswasregisteredasarefugeeinOctober. 
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responders to this ad only! 



CLIENTS LOVE STAUER JEWELRY... |r 

"I couldn 't believe it, but decided to call 
and I’ve not been disappointed since. I receive 1 
the necklace and keep coming back for more. " 
— Amy, Fairmont, WV 



How Do You Spell Pearl Necklace? 



F-R-E-E. 



Experience the luxury of Genuine Cultured Pearls... FREE!* 



Y ou read that right. If you'd like the Stauer genuine 
26" cultured pearl necklace absolutely FREE*, all you 
need to do is call us today. There is no catch. If you're 
wondering exactly how we can do this... read on. 

This stunning, romantic necklace never goes out of style. 

In a world where some cultured pearl necklaces can cost 
thousands, shop around and I doubt that you will see any 
jewelry offer that even comes close. 

Stauer has had a very good year and it's time for us to 
give back. That's why we're offering this stunning, 26" 
strand of genuine cultured white pearls for FREE! You 
pay only $24.95 for shipping & processing, our normal 
fee for a $295 necklace... and we'll even pay you back 
with a $25 Discount Certificate — that's our BETTER 
THAN FREE Shipping! 

Why would we do this? Our real goal is to build a 
long term client relationship with you. We are sure that most of 
you will become loyal Stauer clients in the years to come, but for 
now, while luxury prices soar, we will give you these classic 
pearls so you can treat yourself or someone you love without the 
outrageous price tag. 

We did find a magnificent cache of cultured pearls at the best price 
that I have ever seen. Our pearl dealer was stuck. A large foreign 
luxury department store in financial trouble cancelled a massive 
order at the last minute, so instead, we grabbed all of those gorgeous 
pearls. He sold us an enormous cache of his roundest, whitest, most 
iridescent cultured 6 Vi -7 x h mm pearls for only pennies on the dollar. 
But let me get to the point: his loss is your gain. Many of you 
may be wondering about your next gift for someone special. This 
year, we've really come to the rescue. 




For the next few days, I'm not offering this cultured 
pearl necklace at $1,200. I'm not selling it for $300. 
That's because I don't want to SELL you these cultured 
pearls at all... I want to GIVE them to you for FREE! 

It's okay to be skeptical. But the truth is that Stauer 
doesn't make money by selling one piece of jewelry to 
you on a single occasion. We do well by serving our long 
term clients. And as soon as you get a closer look at our 
exclusive selection including millions of carats of emer- 
alds, mbies, sapphires, tanzanite and amtheyst, you're 
not going to want to buy your jewelry anywhere else. 
Too good to pass up. Too good to last long. 
Genuine cultured pearls are a luxurious statement. 
Stauer finds a deal this outrageous once every few years. 
We have sold over 200,000 strands of pearls in the last 
several years and this is our finest value ever. There is 
only a limited quanity left in stock, so when they're gone, 
they're GONE! Call to reserve your FREE Cultured Pearl Necklace 
today and experience a brilliant new definition of price- less luxury! 

Mitsuko® Cultured Pearl Necklace (26 strand) $29 5** 
Your Cost With Offer Code — IFREE 
*pay only shipping & processing of $24.95. 

You must use the offer code below to receive this special free necklace. 

1 - 800 - 333-2045 



"Each Mitsuko® cultured 
pearl is harvested, 
polished and 
strung by hand. " 

— James T. Fent, 
Stauer GIA Certified 
Gemologist 



Offer Code MFP311-03 

Mention this code to receive free necklace. 
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14101 Southcross Drive W, Dept. MFP311-03, 
Burnsville, Minnesota 55337 www.stauer.com 



* This offer is valid in the United States (and Puerto Rico) except in TX, FL, CO, OK, RI, NH, WV, OR, SC, VA and ID. These state residents will be charged one 
cent ($.01) + shipping & processing for the item. Void where prohibited or restricted by law. Offer subject to state and local regulations. Not valid with any other 
offers and only while supplies last. This offer is limited to one item per shipping address. ** Free is only for customers using the offer code versus the price on Stauer.com 
without your offer code. 

Stauer. A Different late to lell. 
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Obama wants toholdwithhisexistingstrategy,whichisit 
selfaholdingpattern.InapressconferenceattheG-20summit 
inTurkey,hesaidhewas“notinterestedin. . .pursuingsome 
notionofAmericanleadershiporAmericawinning,’’whichhe 
dismissedasmereslogans;heinsteadwas“toobusy ’’protect- 
ing Americans , our allie s , and the people of the Middle East. 

Well, Mr. Preside nt, sending afew dozen troops to advise and 
assist, making whack- a-mole air strikes such as the one that 
killedBritishterroristJihadiJohn,orrelyingonunder-equipped 
Kurdishfightersisnotdoingthej ob . 

Aserious war requiresaseriousstrategy.Thatmeansdefeat- 
ing IS IS in the country where the United States has the mo s t 
power and influence — Iraq. This begins with a more robust 
campaignfromt he airthatisfreefromcurrentoverly restric- 
tive rules ofengagement(theyseektopreventallciviliancasu- 
alties)andthathitseverypossibleISIStarget.Itmeansspecial 
forces operating on the ground in conjunction with our air 
power. Itmeansbuttressinglraqiforcesforthefighttoretake 
Ramadi,andthenMosul,whichcouldrequirethousandsmore 
U.S .troops. (TheU.S .politicaldebatef ocusesoverwhelmingly 

on numbers oftroops, although whatismostimportantis to 
haveastrategyfirst — thenprovidetheresourcesnecessaryto 
carryitout.) 

Syria, a quagmire of competing jihadist groups, is a much 
morecomplicatedproposition.Weshouldavoidtheimpulseto 
fallintothearmsoftheRussiansandtheAssadregime, whose 
blunderbusstacticsandstrategicgoalofentrenchingtheAlawite 
dictatorshipwillonlyfueltheSunniresentmentthatfuelsISIS. 
Certainly, wecandomorefromtheairtosupportKurdishallies. 

Athome,vigilanceaboveallAmericanshaveleftthecountry 
tofightforISIS,anddozenshaveretumed.Moreover,ISIShas 
proven that it can inspire homegrown terrorists. Much of the 



national- security debate over the past year has failed to take 
account of the growing threat: We crimped the NS A, and the 
presidentisstillhell-bentonclosingGuantanamo.FormerNew 
YorkCitypolicecommissionerRayKelly’ssurveillanceoflocal 
mosquesshouldbeamodel. 

The massacre at Paris may push Europe to the right — a 
ragged move, since the established parties of the center-right 
havecededqu estionsofnationalidentityandsecuritytofringe 
figures . Here it may impart some welcome seriousness to the 
clowncarofthiselectioncycle.Americansareunderstandably 
wearyofwar,butjihadistsaren’t,andwarsdonotendwhenone 
sidegrowstiredofbattle. 

Wesufferedterriblyon9/ 1 lfromal-Qaeda’ sfixationongrand 
strikes, yetonceweleamedthepattem,wewereabletoprevent 
new ones ( Australia, India, andEurope were not so fortunate) . 
ISIShasshiftedtoanewpattem,akindofmtemationahntifada. 

We must, as Winston Churchill said after Pearl Harbor, “teach 

themalessonwhichwillnotbeforgottenintherecordsofathou- 

sandyears.” 

THE CULTURE 

Campus Craziness 

W ithout the excuses of fearing adraft or savoring a 
brand-new counterculture, America’s college cam- 
puses are experiencing a spasm akin to th at of the 

lateSixties. 

Theproximatecausesofthepresentuproarwerehardlymo 
meitous . At the University of Missouri, student-government 
president Payton Head said he was the obj ect of aracial taunt 
(sincehelaterrepeatedoutlandishaccountsofNationalGuards 
menande venKlansmenoncampus ,heshouldn ’ tbeconsidered 
a reliable narrator) . A swastika drawn with feces was later 
reportedonab athroomwall — bywhomorforwhatreasonwas 
neverestablished.MeanwhileatYalethewifeofthemasterof 
oneoftheresidentialcollegessentoutamemourging students 
nottotreatHalloweencostumesasprovocations.AtClaremont 
McKemaCollegetwostudentspostedaHalloweenpictureof 
themselveswearingsombreros.Thehorror. 

Allthreecampuseswentnuts.WhenprotestsatMizzouwere 
joinedbymem bersofits(stumbling)footballteam,thepresident 
andthechancellorhadtoresign.ThedeanofstudentsatClare 
montMcKennadidlikewiseAtYalethecollegemasterwasbe 
ratedbyshoutingstudents,aperformancethatwentviral. 

Protestersdemandedsafespacesinwhichtovent.Thatmeant 
nointerferenceandnoscrutinyMissouristudentstriedtoprevent 
astudentjournalist,TimTai,from photographingthem,andMel 
i$aChck,anassistantprofessorofmassmedia,noless,askedfor 
“muscle” to keep another reporter away. At Dartmouth amob 
paradedthroughthelibrary,demandingthatstudentsstandupin 
solidarity andshovingthereluctantintowalls. 

Here and there the nouveau goons got some pushback. An 
editorialinthe Claremontlndependent urgedstudentsnottobe 
“scaredintosil ence.”Theyarescaredbecausethetwintidesof 
hysteriaandconformityarelocallystrong.TheLefthastiedits 
fortunestoidentitypolitics, which, studentproteststothecon- 
trary,isquitesafeoncollegecampuses.Yetthehavenofgroup- 
thinkis clearly anintellectualdeadend. Students expecttobe 
coddled; whentheybelievethey aren’t, theyfeeloppressed. 
Shameonthoseadultswhoquiver beforethem. 
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Not getting the sleep you 

Is your pillow the p 



heed? 

■oblem? 



On its 10 year anniversary and with over five million satisfied customers, 
MyPillow® has been selected the Official Pillow of the National Sleep Foundation! 



How Well Did You Sleep Last Night? 

Did you toss and turn all night? Did you wake up 
with a sore neck, head ache, or was your arm asleep? 

Do you feel like you need a nap even though you slept 
for eight hours? Just like you, I would wake up in the 
morning with all of those problems and I couldn't figure 
out why. Like many people who have trouble getting a 
good night's sleep, my lack of sleep was affecting the qua 
of my life. I wanted to do something about my sleep prob 
but nothing that I tried worked. 

The Pillow Was the Problem 

I bought every pillow on the market that promised to give 
me a better night's sleep. No matter how many pillows I l 
I couldn't find one that worked and finally I decided to in\ 
one myself. I began asking everyone I knew what qualitie: 
they'd like to see in their "perfect pillow", and got many 
responses: "I'd like a pillow that never goes flat", "I'd like 
my pillow to stay cool" and "I'd like a pillow that adjusts 
to me regardless of my sleep position." After hearing 
everyone had the same problems that I did, I spent 



the next two years of my life inventing MyPillow. 
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Mike Lindell 

Inventor of MyPillow 1 
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MyPillow® to the Rescue 

Flash forward ten years and MyPillow, Mike LindeU's revolutionary pillow design, has 
helped 5 million people improve the quality of their sleep. MyPillow has received 
thousands of testimonials about the relief MyPillow has brought to people who suffered 
from migraines, snoring, fibromyalgia, neck pain and many other common issues. 

Lindell has been featured on numerous talk shows, including Fox 
Business News and Imus in the Morning. Lindell and MyPillow have 
also appeared in feature stories in The New York Times and the 
Minneapolis Star Tribune. MyPillow has received the coveted "Q Star 
Award" for Product Concept of the Year from QVC, and has been 
selected as the Official Pillow of the National Sleep Foundation. 

MyPillow's patented technology can help with all of the most 
common causes of sleep loss and allows you to adjust it to any sleeping position. 

You can even wash and dry MyPillow as easily as your favorite pair of blue jeans! 




National Sleep 
Foundation 




"Until I was diagnosed with 
various sleep issues, I had 
no idea why my sleep was 
so interrupted throughout 
the night. I watch Imus each 
morning and heard endless 
testimonials about MyPillow. 

I took his advice and ordered 
a MyPillow. Now I wake up 
rested and ready to conquer 
the day ahead. Thank you for 
helping me remember what 
it's like to sleep like a baby!" 

- Jacqueline H. 




Unprecedented Guarantee and Warranty 

I do all of my own manufacturing in my home state of Minnesota and all materials are 100% made in 
the U.S.A. I'm so confident MyPillow will help you, I'm offering an unprecedented 60-day money back 
guarantee and a 10-year warranty not to go flat! I truly believe MyPillow is the best pillow in the world 
and that if everyone had one, they would get better 
sleep and the world would be a much happier place. 




Get the Sleep You've Been Dreaming About 
Save 50% today when you use promo code: "National6" 
buy now at: mypillow.com or call 800.950.3575 








ThelslamicWar 

Was Thucydides right about democracies in peril ? 

BY VICTOR DAVIS HANSON 



T he historian Thucydides felt 
that democracies were char- 
acteristically volatile and yet 
complacent when existential 
dangers loomed on the horizon. But 
once faced with impending doom — 
suchasthenearcollapseofAthensafter 
thedisasteroftheSicilianExpedition — 
theyusuallyprovedthemostcapableof 
marshaling the entire population for 
war. Accordingly, the recent ISIS ter- 
rorist strike in Paris — a result of lax 
security and failure to monitor bor- 
ders — evenattheeleventhhourshould 
wake up the French to the existential 
dangertheyface. 

America’s wars of the 20th century 
seemtoconfirmthatancientwisdomA 
complacent, naive, and isolationist 
United States came late to both world 
wars. Nonetheless, once engaged, the 
United States almost immediately 
amassedhugearmiesexnihiloandpro- 
ducedunprecedentedquantitiesofarms 

Mr. Hanson is a senior fellow at the Hoover 
Institution and at the National Review Institute. This 
article is adapted from remarks he gave upon receiving 
the William F. Buckley Jr. Prize in Dallas , Texas \ on 
October 21, 2015. 



to ensure Allied victories in both con- 
flicts. No other power fought in so 
many theaters of battle to such effect 
and with such consideration for reduc- 
ingitso wncasualties . 

The pattern of the ensuing Cold War 
washauntingly similar: initial Western- 
democratic naivete about the vicious 
nature of the erstwhile wartime ally the 
SovietUnion,precipitatepost-wardisar- 
mament — andfinally,duringtheKorean 
War, an abrupt remaking of the Ameri 
canmilitary,characterizedbythedevel- 
opment of a sophisticated deterrent 
strategy that kept the global, Commu 
nist Soviet Empire contained until its 
collapseinl989. 

Ostensibly, that same pattern of ini- 
tial blinkered indifference and lack of 
attentionendedbysuddenreawakening 
and panicked mobilization marked the 
Americanresponsetoradicallslam.The 
fall of the shah of Iran, the subsequent 
Khomeini revolution, and the appease- 
mentembracedbytheCarteradministra- 
tionbetween 1979and 1980 — allin the 
depressedlandscapeofthepost- Vietnam 
era — illustrated how the United States 
wasinitiallybaffledbyandindifferentto 
theriseofradicallslam. 



AtfirsttheU. S . assumed thatradical 
Islamwasprimarilyanaberrantlranian 
andShiitephenomenonuncharacteristic 
of our Sunni and Wahhabist friends in 
the Gulf. Some Cold War-era analysts 
of the time believed that the Iranians 
were analogous to Marxist-inspired 
Palestinian terrorists of the 1 960s and 
1970s ,e venthoughthelatterweresecu- 
larandwerefundedandoftentrainedby 
Moscowanditsappendages.Later,left- 
istssoughttociteproofofAmericancul- 
pability — colonialism, neo-imperialism, 
racism, capitalist exploitations, etc. — 
thatmightinsomefashioncontextualize 
the seemingly illogical anger of the 
MuslimworldtowardtheUnitedStates. 

In the 20-year interval between the 
Tehran hostage-taking and the cata- 
clysmic September 1 1 suicide attacks, 
radicalIslamists,ofboththeShiiteand 
Sunnivarieties,declaredaveritablewar 
against the West in general and in par- 
ticulartheUnitedStates — mostnotably 
with the B eirut Marine-barracks/U . S . - 
embassy bombing (1983), the first 
World Trade Center bombing (1993), 
the Khobar Towers bombing (1996), 
the East Africa embassy bombings 
(1998), andtheattackontheU S S ole 

(2000).Butinthesetwodecadesbefore 
9/11 ,radicalIslamists,especiallythose 
of al-Qaeda organized by Osama bin 
Laden, were never directly confronted 
by the U nited S tate s in any lethal way . 
Islamistswereexplainedawayaseither 
an irritant incapable of inflicting exis- 
tential damage given their lack of a 
nation-state arsenal or a passing phe- 
nomenon in the manner of former 
MiddleEastterroristsofthesortledby 
Abu Nidal against Western and espe- 
cially Israeliinterests . 

There were grounds to be baffled at 
first, perhaps in the fashion of bewil- 
derment at Hitler ’ s fanaticism in 1 9 3 6 
or Stalin’s betrayal of his wartime 
Western alliesin 1 946.Afterall,inthe 
1930s and 1940s, the Islamic Middle 
East had been enamored of secular 
fascism inspired by Nazi Germany. 
Subsequent Pan-Arabism, Baathism, 
Soviet-inspired Communism, and 
Palestinian nationalism were likewise 
mostlysecularinnature.Andtheseide- 
ologiessimilarlyprovedtransientman- 
ifestationsoftheMiddleEastconstant 
of tribalism, poverty, statism, authori- 
tarianism, anti-Semitism, andreligious 
andculturalintolerance. 
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THE LOST MANDATE OF HEAVEN 

The American Betrayal of Ngo Dinh Diem, 

President of Vietnam 

Geoffrey Shaw, Ph.D. 

N GO DINH DIEM, the first president of the Republic of 
Vietnam, possessed the Confucian “Mandate of Heaven”, 
a moral and political authority that was widely recognized by all 
Vietnamese. This devout Roman Catholic leader never lost this 
mandate in the eyes of his people; rather, he was taken down by a 
military coup sponsored by the U.S. government, which resulted in 
his brutal murder. 

Based on his research of original sources, including declassified 
documents of the U.S. government, military historian Geoffrey Shaw 
chronicles the Kennedy administration s betrayal of this ally, which 
proved to be not only a moral failure but also a political disaster that 
led America into a protracted and costly war. Along the way, Shaw 
reveals a President Diem very different from the despot portrayed by 
the press during its coverage ofVietnam. From eyewitness accounts of 
military, intelligence, and diplomatic sources, Shaw draws the portrait 
of a man with rare integrity, a patriot who strove to free his country 
from Western colonialism while protecting it from Communism. 

LMH-H . . . 350 pages, Sewn Hardcover, $24.95 

Geoffrey Shaw, Ph.D., received his doctorate in history from the Uni- 
versity of Manitoba, with a focus on US diplomatic and military history in 
Southeast Asia. He was an Assistant Professor of History for the American 
Military University for 14 years, and has written and spoken widely about 
US military involvement in Vietnam and the Middle East. 



Order online at a discount! Visit www.ignatius.com 



Also available as an e-book 



PRAISE FOR THE LOST MANDATE OF HEAVEN 



“A candid account of the killing of Ngo Dinh Diem, the rea- 
sons for it, who was responsible, why it happened, and the disas- 
trous results. Particularly agonizing for Americans who read this 
clearly stated and tightly argued book is the fact that the final 
Vietnam defeat was not really on battle grounds, but on political 
and moral grounds. The Vietnam War need not have been lost. 

Overwhelming evidence supports it. “ 

James V. S chall, S.J., 

Professor Emeritus, Georgetown University 

“This masterpiece will likely emerge as the definitive work on 
this troublesome subject. An exceedingly well- written and en- 
gaging read, replete with significant revelations and exposes.” 
William L. Stearman, Ph.D., Director of the National 
Security Council’s Indochina staff, 1973—1976 

“Amidst a new time of national strategic misdirection and 
hubris, the case of Diem demands to be revisited. 

This book is essential reading.” 

Thomas A. Marks, Ph.D., 

Author, Maoist People’s War in Post- Vietnam Asia 



“A remarkable book that finally sets the record straight with 
copious documentation on the assassination of Diem, which was 
ultimately responsible for our loss of the war. A must read.” 
Admiral John M. Poindexter, U.S. Navy (ret.), 
National Security Advisor to President Reagan 

“Finally, a serious, well-researched, and objective historical 
work that lays bare the myths and falsehoods surrounding 
President Diem. Shaw has produced a truly monumental and 
highly readable account. Any serious student of the 
Vietnam War must read this book.” 

Colonel Andrew R. Finlayson, U.S. Marine Corps (ret.), 
Author, Killer Kane 

“A remarkably detailed, well-researched, and 
well- written book about President Diem. It took half a 
century for someone committed and brave enough to unravel 
the Machiavellian plot to kill him.” 

NghiaM .Vo, Director of Saigon Arts, Culture, 
and Education Institute (SACEI) 
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Why, then, at the end of the 20th cen- 
tury, had terrorist movements reverted 
back to seventh-century fundamental- 
ism? Why was it that the wealthier the 
petroleum-rich Middle East became, 
the more globalized — and Western- 
oriented — communications, entertain- 
ment, and popular culture grew, the 
more knowledge that the Islamic world 
gained of relative global wealth and 
poverty, and the more the post-Cold 
War United States proved postmodern 
in its attitude about the causes and ori- 
gins of war, all the more did radical 
Islamists despise the West? Islamists 
apparently were confident either that 
Western economic and military power 
was a poor deterrent against their own 
supposedly ancient martial courage or 
that such material and technological 
power would never fully be unleashed 
by confused elites uncertain about their 



bombing. A cultural war erupted over the 
causes of Islamic violence, with both 
Republican and Democratic administra- 
tions seeking some magical formula that 
might reassure the world’s billion Mus- 
lims, in and outside the West, that the 
United States did not see any innate con- 
nection between Islam and Islamist ter- 
rorism. Such a profession was supposed 
to remind the Islamic world to police its 
own, on the assumption that there were 
no logical grounds for any Muslims to 
hate the U.S. The age-old antithesis — 
that the West did not much care what the 
non- West thought of it as long as it under- 
stood preemptory attacks against the 
West were synonymous with the aggres- 
sors’ own destruction — was apparently 
unpalatable to a sophisticated and leisured 
public that even after 9/11 did not see the 
Islamic threat as intruding into the life of 
their suburb or co-op. 



correct in reminding us that we still do 
not face from radical Islamic terrorists 
an existential threat analogous to those 
of the 20th century during World War II 
and the Cold War? 

In the decade and a half after Sept- 
ember 11, the Islamists have influenced 
Americans far more than we them — 
well aside from inflicting a level of 
destruction inside the United States, in 
New York and Washington, that neither 
Nazi Germany nor Soviet Russia was 
ever able to achieve. Everyday life has 
been radically altered, from using pub- 
lic transportation to entering a govern- 
ment building for minor business. 
Westerners are losing the propaganda 
war: While al-Qaeda and ISIS have 
matched their blood-curdling rhetoric 
with equally savage snuff videos, we 
have been emasculated by euphemisms. 
“Death to America” is matched by 



In the decade and a half after September 11, 
the Islamists have influenced Americans far more 

than we them. 



own degree of culpability for the mess 
they found themselves in. 

In any case, deterrence was lost. A 
20-year path of appeasement of radical 
Islam inexorably led to 9/11. Then, as 
with past aroused democracies, 2001 
seemingly changed everything, as the 
West seemed to gear up to restore its 
security and strategy of deterrence. 
Almost every aspect of American life 
was soon altered by just a handful of 
Islamist planners in Afghanistan and 
their suicide henchmen in hijacked 
planes, even as economic recession fol- 
lowed the 9/11 attacks. Intrusive new 
security standards changed forever the 
way we boarded airline flights, took 
the train, and visited public buildings. 
The Patriot Act accorded intrusive 
powers of surveillance to government 
agencies to monitor communications 
that fit particular criteria learned from 
prior terrorist attacks. 

These Patriot Act measures and their 
affiliated protocols played a key role in 
ensuring that in the subsequent 14 years 
there was no attack on the United States 
analogous to 9/11, despite horrific but 
isolated killings such as the Fort Hood 
massacre and the Boston Marathon 



How, then, is the supposed war on 
Islamic-inspired terror currently pro- 
ceeding, especially in comparison with 
past U.S. efforts in World Wars I and II 
and the Cold War? At first glance, it 
appears the realists were correct that 
Islamism is hardly an enemy compara- 
ble to the Nazis or Soviets. First, other 
than the case of Iran after 1980, the ter- 
rorists still have not openly and proudly 
assumed the reins of a large nation-state 
with a formidable arsenal. Second, for 
all the talk of the spread of WMD, they 
have not staged a major nuclear, bio- 
logical, or chemical attack. Third, 
fracking and horizontal drilling inside 
the United States, along with petroleum 
price wars among Middle Eastern ex- 
porters, crashed the price of oil, rob- 
bing terrorists of petrodollars and 
aiding Western economies. 

That price drop — coupled with a sup- 
posed Western exhaustion with war 
after the experience of Afghanistan and 
Iraq — has fooled Westerners into think- 
ing the Middle East is now less strategi- 
cally important than it has been in the 
past, as if most of the world were be- 
coming as self-sufficient in oil and gas 
as is the United States. Are the realists 



“workplace violence,” “man-caused 
disasters,” and “overseas-contingency 
operations.” Jihad is redefined by 
American-government officials as a per- 
sonal spiritual odyssey and the Muslim 
Brotherhood as a largely secular organi- 
zation. After the Danish-cartoon attacks 
and the Charlie Hebdo killings, fearful 
Westerners are voluntarily self-censoring 
in a manner that Islamists themselves do 
not have to enforce by direct coercion. 

President Obama is not so much 
complacent as an appeaser of radical 
Islam — an identification he refuses to 
employ. Yet the president condemns 
Christianity by reminding us at prayer 
breakfasts of its violent Crusader roots, 
or he lists false glories of the Muslim 
world, as in his Cairo speech. Obama’s 
rhetoric of the last seven years has been 
predicated on the false assumption that 
his own supposed multicultural fides 
and his father’s Islamic connections 
would make him the perfect Western 
emissary to defuse radical Islam. This 
has not come to pass, as we see from the 
recent Paris mass murders. Never has 
the Middle East been more unhinged 
and never has the U.S. been more dis- 
liked by it. Westerners are as likely to 
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join ISIS as reformed terrorists are to 
enlist in the fight against the jihadists 
in their midst. 

In other words, the Islamist threat is 
so far unquenchable because it has the 
West’s number: Radical Islam under- 
stands that the more pre-modern it 
becomes, the more postmodern is the 
likely Western response — a situation 
analogous to a deadly parasite that 
does not quickly kill but slowly sick- 
ens a host that in turn scratches at, but 
does not kill, the stealthy tormenter. 
Obama has described ISIS as a “JV” 
organization and al-Qaeda as “on the 
run.” On the eve of the Paris attacks, he 
deprecated ISIS as “contained,” while 
Secretary of State John Kerry warned 
that its “days are numbered.” A suppos- 
edly right-wing video maker, not a pre- 
planned al-Qaeda assault, explained 
our dead in Benghazi. Such euphemism 
is not just symptomatic of political cor- 
rectness and an arrogant assumption that 
postmodern Westerners have transcend- 
ed the Neanderthalism of war, but also 
rooted in a 1930s-like fear of expending 
some blood and treasure now to avoid 
expending far more later. 

The first decade and a half of the cur- 
rent phase of the Islamic war were 
characterized by insidious alterations 
in Western life to accommodate low- 
level but nonetheless habitual terrorist 
attacks. As long as the Islamists did not 
take down another Western skyscraper, 
blow up a corner of the Pentagon, or 
kill thousands in one operation, West- 
erners were willing to put up with in- 
convenience and spend trillions of 
dollars in blood and treasure on anti- 
terrorism measures at home and the 
killing abroad of thousands of Islamists 
from Kabul to Baghdad. 

But conflicts that do not end always 
transmogrify, and the war on terror of 
2015 is not that of 2001, much less that 
of 1979. 

Time for now is on the Islamists’ 
side. Not if but when Iran will acquire 
nuclear weapons is the question. Not if 
but when ISIS strikes a major Ameri - 
can city is what’s in doubt. As America 
abdicates from its role in the Middle 
East, Vladimir Putin creates an Iran- 
Syria-Hezbollah arc of influence, 
reassuring the terrified Sunni Gulf 
states that he is a far better friend — and 
could be a far worse enemy — than the 
United States. 



More important, Russia, Iraq, and 
Iran — and the Gulf monarchies — could 
act in concert under the aegis of Putin 
and thereby control 75 percent of the 
world’s daily exports of oil. It is also 
conceivable that ISIS could fulfill some- 
thing akin to its supposedly JV notion of 
creating a caliphate, given that it has 
already carved out a rump state from 
Syria and Iraq. A nuclear Iran could play 
the berserker role with Russia of a crazy 
nuclear North Korea cuddling up to 
China. Meanwhile, our new relationship 
with Iran makes it hard to partner with 
moderate Sunni states against ISIS, given 
that the Iranians enjoy the bloodsport that 
ISIS plays among both Westerners and 
Sunni regimes. 

In short, on four broad fronts — the 
emergence of terrorist nation-states, the 
acquisition of nuclear weapons, the global 
reach of terrorists, and the ability to alter 
global economic contours — the Islamists 
are making more progress than at any 
time in the last 35 years. 

Was Thucydides, whose notions of 
democracy were echoed from Aristotle to 
Winston Churchill, correct that democ- 
racies in the eleventh hour galvanize to 
meet existential threats? 

So far, not this time. During the 
Obama administration, radical Islam 
finally has grasped that the way to 
destroy Western societies is to employ 
Western political correctness against 
them, leading eventually to their paral- 
ysis — as long as the war is waged care- 
fully, insidiously, and over decades. In 
their various rantings, Osama bin Laden 
and his successor Ayman al-Zawahiri 
referenced the Western failure both to 
enact campaign-finance reform and to 
address global warming — topics not 
usually associated with the agendas of 
radical Islam. While ISIS mowed down 
Parisians, A1 Gore was on the top of the 
Eiffel Tower doing a marathon webcast 
about the existential danger of climate 
change and prepping for a Parisian 
global conference that will now take 
place amid the detritus of a recent mass 
terrorist attack — all echoing President 
Obama’s assertion that the greatest 
danger to our security is carbon, not 
radical Islamic terrorism. 

The war will be lost when listless and 
weak Westerners no longer realize that 
they are in a war but have largely be - 
come exactly what their enemies had 
envisioned them to be all along. 






Floridians 
In New 
Hampshire 

Jeb and Marco compete 

BY TIM ALBERTA 

Wolfeboro,N.H. 

N ever was the contrast 
between two presidential can- 
didates clearer, even as its 
implications grew murkier. 

On a brisk November night in this 
quaint north-country town, Jeb Bush 
stood inside the Wright Museum of 
World War II and spoke yearningly of 
“back in the day” — a time when Ameri- 
cans stood united against foreign ene- 
mies, when cable news shows didn’t 
polarize the electorate, when primary 
contests weren’t “food fights.” 

His audience, some 150 locals seated 
in folding chairs, nodded and murmured 
in agreement. The median age was 
Medicare-eligible; nearly every attendee 
had white hair, though some covered it 
with caps commemorating service in the 
conflicts of epochs past. Flanked to his 
right by a 42-ton Pershing tank — used by 
the Allies 70 years ago to capture the 
Bridge at Remagen while invading the 
German interior — Bush told the story of 
his father, the Navy’s youngest fighter 
pilot, getting shot down and eluding 
Japanese internment thanks to a seren- 
dipitous rescue by an American subma- 
rine. It was this generation, Bush told 
them — their generation — that made 
America truly great. 

The next morning, 55 miles away, 
Marco Rubio took to a factory floor and 
stood behind a podium with a sign that 
read, “Restoring Strength for a New 
American Century.” To his left, stand- 
ing two and a half feet tall and weighing 
100 pounds, was a masterful bit of 
machinery: a TALON military robot 
developed to carry and fire heavy 
weaponry while detecting IEDs on the 
guerrilla fronts of Iraq and Afghanistan. 
Sleek and jet-black, the robot’s founda- 
tion is identical to that of a Pershing 
tank, with rugged wheels enclosed by a 
heavy-duty track designed to traverse 
all terrains. Unlike the Arsenal-of- 
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Democracy-erabehemoths , though, the 
TALON is powered by lithium-ion bat- 
teriesandoperatedbyremotecontrol. 

Rubioexplainedthathishost,thecom- 
pany Granite State Manufacturing, was 
producingthiskindofinnovativecombat 
equipmentto win the wars Americahas 
yettofight.“Wecannotsurvivetheglobal 
perilsofthe2 1 stcentury withamilitary 
builtforthe20th,”hedeclaredAsapolit- 
ical motif, it was consistent with what 
Rubio had preached the previous after- 
noon while addressing a roomful of 
Millennial at St. Anselm’s College in 
Manchester — right around the time 
Bush’scampaignbuswastouringretire- 
mentcommunitiesupnorth. 

AsBushandRubiocrisscrossedNew 
Hampshirefor72hoursinthefirstweek 
ofNovember,thisjuxtapositionwasjar- 
ring and highly instructive, crystallizing 
the contrast — thematically, stylistically, 
rhetorically — between the two candi- 
dates .ItisonethatRubio ’ steamrelish es 

and is eager to emphasize as the cam- 
paigns jostle for supremacy among the 
center-right Republicans who tradition- 
allypicktheparty’snominee.ForBush, 
whohasunderwhelmedvotersandunder- 
delivered on expectations of monopo 
lizing the GOP ’s mainstream, the best 
hope of winning this do-or-die state — 
andrestoringhisviabilityasanominee — 
maylieinexploitingtheotherendofthe 
polarity that has become essential to 
Rubio ’smessage. 



Thatisbecause,inthefaceofhisstrug- 
gles,twofundamentalsoftheraceremain 
unchanged: Older voters are well dis- 
posedtowardBush,andNewHampshire 
hasalotofthem. 

Pollingthisyear — inNewHampshire, 
inother early-primary states , andnation- 
ally — hasshownBushregularlyperform- 
ing better among older voters than with 
the broader electorate. For example, a 
FranklinPierceUniversity/ BostonHerald 
pollofNewHampshireconductedinmid 
October pegged Bush’s favorability-un 
favorabilityratingamonglikelyGOPpri- 
mary voters at57 percentto 37 percent; 
butamongthose65andolder,itwas7 Oto 
27 percent. That same week, Quinnipiac 
released an Iowa poll showing Bush 
underwateramonglikelyRepublicancau- 
cusgoers: 43 percent viewed him favor- 
ably, 5 1 percentunfavorably. Butamong 
those 65 and older, the numbers were 
roughly reversed: 52 percent favorable, 
40percentunfavorable. 

New Hampshire has the third-oldest 
population of any state, behind only 
Maine and Vermont, according to Cen 
sus Bureau data from 20 1 3 . Its popula- 
tion of residents 65 and older jumped 
8 .7percentjustbetween20 1 0and20 1 2 
and has continued to rise since. This is 
reflected, naturally, inthe state ’svoting- 
agepopulation:Exitpollsshowedthat58 
percentofNewHampshireresidentswho 
votedinNovember20 1 2were45oiolder, 
compared with 54 percent nationally. 



That difference is amplified in Republi 
can primaries, which traditionally skew 
older. In New Hampshire’ s 2012 GOP 
primary, 69percentofvoterswere45 or 
older, accordingtoexitpolling . 

This confluence of realities — New 
Hampshire’s aging populatio n, the dis- 
proportionatetendencyofoldervotersto 
vote, and Bush’s popularity among that 
demographic — explains why half of the 
“JebCarFixIt’bustourwasspentinfar- 
flungCarrollCounty,9Qminutesnorthof 
theManchestermediamarket.Aquarter 
of allCarrollCounty residents are 65 or 
older, according to the Census Bureau, 
nearlytwicethenationalaverage. 

Aftermonthsofdismissinganystate 
as a must- win, Bush is pushing his 
chips in on New Hampshire and mak- 
ing little secret about it. Jesse Hunt, 
Bush’s state communications director, 
said significant resources have been 
reallocated from his Miami headquar- 
ters to the early states as part of the 
campaign’s recent shakeup, and noted 
thatNewHampshireisthefocalpoint, 
withtwelvepaidstaffersontheground, 
more than anywhere else. Within t hat 
focusontheGraniteState,Bush’soper- 
ation has begun homing in on its most 
dependabledemographic . 

“These,” Hunt says, looking out over 
Bush’s audience inside the Wright Mu 
seum,“arethereliable voters .” 

Itwashere,speakingtoanelderlyaudi- 
ence in the oldest county of America’s 



22 NATIONAL REVIEW I www.nationalreview.com 



DECEMBER 7, 2015 



Stay independent and safe in your home! 



Discover the world's best walk-in bathtub from 











Benefits of an American Standard Walk-In Bathtub 

• More hydrotherapy jets than anyone else we've seen. 44 Revitajet™ hydrotherapy jets 
target and massage your muscles and joints. 

• The only 2-minute, patented Quick Drain™ system available today. Don't get cold 
while waiting for your tub to drain! 

• Lifetime Warranty on the bath AND the installation. 

• Easy access with built-in safety features 

- Ultra-low entry and wide door makes it easy to get into your tub 

- Push-button controls and strong grab bars help you safely get in and out 

- Hand-held shower system that's easy to use while you sit in your tub 




You're backed by the name 
and heritage of 

• Handcrafted in the USA product backed 
with the best Lifetime Limited Warranty 
in the industry 

• Professional installation 

includes removing your old tub 



Arthritis Foundation 

Ease of A 
Use A" 



American Standard Walk-In Baths 
have been commended by the 
Arthritis Foundation for Ease of Use. 



II out, dip and return this coupon 



CALL NOW TOLL FREE! 

855.215.0480 

or visit us at: www.AmericasBestTub.com 

Operators Are Standing By! 




LIBERATION 



LIMITED-TIME OFFER. 



call 855.215.0480 

For your no-risk, 
no-obligation, FREE Info Kit 

Name 




Address, 

Phone 

City_ 
State 



£*££**■ 



Mail to: 

American Standard 
2201 Broadway Ste. 103 
Oakland, CA 94612 

£= 




Discount applied by team member at time of purchase contract execution. Offer expires 6/30/16, one discount per household, first time purchaser only. Free American Standard toilet available with purchase 
and installation of Liberation bath. Liberation by American Standard™ is a licensed brand and product of Safety Tubs Company, LLC. Safety Tubs Company, LLC is an affiliated company of American Standard 
Brands. Offer only eligible on a fully installed Liberation Walk-In Bath. Please see www.AmericasBestTub.com for additional license information. CA 982796 








third-oldest state, that Bush embraced 
the very theme that Rubio aims to tran- 
scend: the past. Fielding questions on 
Medicare, Social Security, and veterans’ 
care, Bush adopted a reflective and 
visionary tone. He spoke at length about 
his eight years of governing Florida, 
including the time he directed a local 
government agency to help “an elderly 
shut-in” get rid of a raccoon in her attic. 
He empathized with a curmudgeonly 
questioner who wondered why it’s so 
hard these days to find kids willing to 
rake leaves for their parents. And Bush’s 
standard line about his dad being “the 
greatest man alive” drew an unusually 
enthusiastic ovation. 

At times, Bush sounded more presi- 
dential historian than presidential candi- 
date. “The next president of the United 
States needs to be a true leader, the kind 
of leader we’ve counted on in difficult 
times,” he said. “This is not the most dif- 
ficult time in American history, by far. 
World War II was a difficult time. The 
Great Depression prior to that. The Civil 
War. And we’ve always counted on pres- 
idents who prayed to their Creator on 
bended knee, who had the strength and 
fortitude to stick with things, the humility 
to listen to people and to recognize it’s 
not all about them.” 

The event couldn’t have looked or 
sounded more different from Rubio’s 
appearance earlier that day at St. Anselm’s 
in Manchester. There, addressing an 
overwhelmingly youthful audience that 
had been warmed up with an unedited 
version of Tupac’s “Changes,” Rubio 
related to Millennials with talk of Candy 
Crush, student-loan reform, NFL foot- 
ball, Uber, and, of course, the forthcom- 
ing Star Wars film. It wasn’t without 
substance; Rubio made his case that the 
old guard of politicians is peddling “20th- 
century solutions to 21st-century prob- 
lems.” America, he told them, “is in 
desperate need of leaders that understand 
life in the new economy.” 

Bush’s ideal in prescribing global gov- 
ernance was somewhat different: “Think 
of American leadership in the context of 
this museum,” he said in Wolfeboro. “But 
for us, who? Who but the United States 
had the capability of freeing the world 
of the aggressive nature of Nazism and 
Fascism in the Pacific and in Europe? 
Only the United States can do this.” 

Heads continued to nod; an approving 
buzz cascaded through the room. It was, 
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in months of monitoring Bush on the 
campaign trail, among the most recep- 
tive audiences this reporter had seen. 
Attendees swore afterward that this Jeb 
Bush wasn’t the same awkward shrink- 
ing violet they’d watched on the debate 
stage in Colorado a week before. 

Voters like these, Bush allies argue, fit 
a twin profile: They are comfortable with 
his message and background (read: both 
governing experience and family record), 
while also reluctant to support another 
young senator on the heels of Barack 
Obama’s presidency. 

There are two dangers, however, in 
Bush’s banking on older voters to put 
him over the top. First, the 65-and-older 
bloc doesn’t always cast the decisive 
vote. John McCain, for example, won 
every age group except that one in New 
Hampshire’s 2008 primary (losing it to 
Mitt Romney), though he still won the 
state. Second, older voters like Bush, but 
not as much as they like some of his 
rivals — especially Rubio. 

Indeed, the same polling (including 
the two surveys mentioned above) that 
reveals Bush’s relative strength among 
older voters also shows Rubio outper- 
forming him — often by wide margins — 
among that demographic. Ultimately, 
then, the critical margin between the 
candidates could come down to broad- 
ness of appeal: Rubio’s forward- facing 
message resonates across the elec- 
torate, even with its eldest segments, 
while Bush’s backward-looking narra- 
tive (his Florida record, his family 
name) is attractive to older Republi - 
cans yet repellent to younger classes of 
primary voters. 

There was one flicker of diversity at 
Bush’s Wolfeboro event, in the form of 
23-year-old college student Jessica 
Simmons. Easily the youngest person 
in attendance, Simmons stood after 
Bush had fielded a dozen questions and 
explained that she is close to earning a 
psychology degree but can’t get another 
student loan. Bush was sympathetic, 
using the moment to make a point 
about an outdated education system, 
and told her he was confident that she 
would succeed. 

Simmons said afterward that she 
hadn’t studied the candidates closely but 
was impressed with Bush. However, she 
noted, an older woman seated next to her 
had whispered some advice: “You should 
ask that question to Marco Rubio.” 






Questions 
For the 
Candidates 

What the nominee should 
have to commit to 

BY RAMESH PONNURU 

R epublicans should ask more 
from their presidential candi- 
dates. 

That assertion runs counter 
to a common theme of political coverage, 
which is that the party’s base demands 
that the candidates run so far to the right 
that they cannot win the general election. 
But that’s not a plausible explanation of 
why John McCain and Mitt Romney lost. 
(Even if you accept the ideas that the pri- 
maries forced Romney to tell illegal 
immigrants to “self-deport” and that this 
statement hurt him with Hispanics, it 
wasn’t his poor showing with Hispanics 
that cost him the election.) 

And conservative voters have not actu- 
ally asked Republican candidates to make 
many specific commitments. To a large 
extent, they approach the presidential pri- 
maries by asking which candidates are 
conservatives rather than by asking what 
conservative things they would attempt to 
do as president. These are related ques- 
tions, but looking at the first in isolation 
from the second amounts to looking for 
badges of tribal identification. 

There are obvious exceptions. Primary 
voters want the candidates to reflect them 
in being broadly pro-life, anti-tax, and 
pro-defense. Americans for Tax Reform 
asks candidates to pledge to voters that 
they will not raise taxes (a pledge that 
Republicans can take without losing any 
votes). Free-market groups have made 
the Export- Import Bank a litmus test, 
with the result that most of the presiden- 
tial candidates say they would not sup- 
port its renewal. 

Some of the questions conservatives 
should ask are relatively open-ended. 
They should demand that their candidates 
explain how they would replace Obama - 
care, for example, though the candidates 
could reasonably provide different an- 
swers. There are a lot of moving parts to 
health policy. (Most of the candidates, to 
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their discredit, have not yet given a de 
tailed answer about Obamacare’s re 
placement. )Acandidateoughttotellus 
howheint ends to reform the tax code 
and entitlements , too . Consider that the 
essay-testportionoftheprimaries . 

But there are also some yes-or-no 
questionsconservativesshouldask,some 
simple and specific commitments they 
oughttopressthecandidatestomake. 

Wouldyouimposethe “Reaganrule ” 
onTitleX? Federallawprohibitsfamily- 
planningfundingfrompayingforabor- 
tion. The Reagan administration, in it s 

last year, interpreted that law to mean 
that funds shouldnotgotoorganizations 
that perform abortions. The Supreme 
Courtlaterruledthattheadministration 
waswithinitslegalrightstofollowthat 
interpretation.BillClintonliftedtherule 
afterhetookoffice,andithasneverbeen 
reinstated.MostRepublicanpresidential 
candidates have said that they would 
seek legislation to cut Planned Parent - 
hood off from federal funding. The 
Reaganprecedent shows thatpresidents 
havefreedomofactioninthisareaeven 
without new legislation. Jeb Bush pro- 



posedtoreinstatetheReaganruleduring 
one of the presidential debates. Corner 
vatives should ask the other candidates 
whetherthey would, too . 

Wouldyou let states cut off Medicaid 
funds to abortionists? The Medicaid 
statutesaysthattokeepfede ralfunding, 
states must allow recipients to get ser- 
vicesfromanyqualifiedprovider.States 
are, however, allowed to set qualifica- 
tions . Indianasoughtto setits qualifica- 
tions so as to keep Planned Parenthood 
fromgettingMedicaidfunds .TheObama 
administration said no. A Republican 
presidentshouldsayyesandseeklegisla- 
tionthatsaysnofederalmoney(fromany 
program, whether Medicaid or T itle X) 
willgotogroupsthatperformabortions. 

Wouldyou put an end to President 
Obama } s lawless policy of granting 
quasi-legal status to millions of illegal 
immigrants? After saying repeatedly 
andcorrectlythathehadnoauthorityto 
grant legal status to illegal immigrants 
without congressional authorization, 
Obamaessentiallydidjustthatonapur- 
portedlytemporarybasis.Hispolicyhas 
been tied u p in court, and some illegal 



immigrants covered by the president’s 
policies(includingsomewhocamehere 
asminors)willhavetheirprotectedsta- 
tus expire during the next administra- 
tion. The next president should pledge 
nottorenewthatstatuswithoutcongres- 
sional approval. Even candidates who 
are sympathetic to the case for granting 
legalstatustomanyoftheaffectedpeo- 
ple — suchas J ebB ush, J ohnKasich,and 
MarcoRubio — shouldsaythattheywant 
itdonetherightway,throughlegislation. 

Would you signthe Fir st Amendment 
DefenseActifitwerepresentedtoyou? 
Senator Mike Lee has introduced abill 
tostopthefederalgovernmentfromtak- 
ing any action against someone for act- 
ing on the belief that marriage is the 
unionofamanandawoman(orthatsex- 
ualactivityisproperlyreservedtosucha 
marriage) . The Repub lican candidates 
all say they oppose same-sex marriage 
and support religious liberty; declaring 
theirsupportforthislegislationisaway 
to showthey meanit — andtoblockthe 
federalgovernmentfrom treating oppo- 
sition to same-sex marriage as equiva- 
lenttosegregationism. 
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Would you sign the Regulatory 
Accountability Actifgiventhe chance? 
Asaresultofexecutiveordersthatdate 
totheReagan administration, executive 
agencies have to conduct cost-benefit 
analyses before issuing regulations. 
Conservatives in Congress want to put 
that requirement in law, extend it to the 
independentagenciesthoseordersdonot 
cover, and subject regulations to more 
judicial review. If the candidates aren’t 
willingtomakethispledge,itwouldbe 
worthknowingitandhearingwhatpossi- 
blereasontheycouldgive. 

Wouldyou withdraw guidance docu- 
ments from the Obama administration 
that encourage colleges and universi- 
tiestoadoptspeechcodesandtolower 
standards of proof for allegations of 
sexualmisconduct ? TheEducationDe- 
partmenthasrepeatedlyusedsuchguid- 
anceasaformofregulation — aformof 
regulation that dispenses with notice- 
and-comment procedures and attempts 
todispensewithjudicialreviewaswell. 
(Italsodispenseswiththeneedtopass 
new laws.) Through this process, Title 
IX,bywhichCoigressforbadesexdis- 
crimination by federally funded institu- 
tions ofhigher education, has become a 
powerful engine of political correctness 
on campus. The Department of Edu 
cation ’ s OfficeforCi vilRightshas told 
colleges that they should treat “any 
unwelcomeconductofasexualnature,” 
including “verbal” conduct, as harass- 
ment, evenif“anobjectivelyreasonable 
person” would not be offended. It has 
also told colleges that they should take 
action against people accused of mis- 
conduct even if the evidence in their 
casesisnot 4 ‘clearandconvincing . ’ ’And 
it has told them they may let accusers 
appeal decisions without letting the 
accused do so . Conservati vepoliticians 
cannotputanendtoallthenuttinessof 
the contemporary campus, and they 
shouldnottry;butthey can at least get 
the government out of the business of 
mandatingmuchofit. 

Wouldyouwithdrawthe ObamaEdu- 
cationDepartmenfsguidanceforschool 
districtsabouttheirdisciplinepolicies? 

The department has used the same 
guidance-letter method to get school 
systems to alter their disciplinary poli- 
cies . Specifically, ithas warnedschools 
nottofollowpoliciesthatresultinblack 
andHispanicstudents’beingdisciplined 
more frequently than other students — 
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even if those students are misbehaving 
more than the others, and even if the 
chief beneficiaries of the current disci- 
pline standards are well-behaved black 
and Hispanic students. The department 
is basing its rules on alaw that the Su 
preme Court has suggested is aimed at 
actionswithadiscriminatoryintent,not 
actionsthathaveadisparateimpacton 
different racial groups. Conserv dives 
should ask GOP candidates whether 
theiradministrationswillbeinthebusi- 
ness of encouraging racial quotas in 
publicschools ’detentions, suspensions, 
andthelike. 

Would you end President Obama ’s 
policy of funding stem-cell research 
thatdestroyshumanembryos ? Budgets 
adoptedsincel996haveprohibitedfed- 
eralfundingfromgoingtoresearch“in 
which a human embryo is destroyed.” 
President Obama has nonetheless au 
thorized funding for research on stem 
cells derived from the destruction of 
human embryos. This was in keeping 
withaDemocraticcampaignduringthe 
GeorgeW.Bushadministrationaccord- 
ing to which restrictions on funding 
were preventing cures to many terrible 
and widespread diseases. Such claims 
were always wildly exaggerated, and 
sciencehasdevelopedinadifferentdi 
rection since the controversy began. 
Without destroying embryos, it is now 
possibletocreatestemcellsthathavethe 
characteristics researchers have sought. 
Thenextpresidentthushasanopportu- 
nitytoupholdthesanctityoflifewithout 
sacrificing scientific progress — by re- 
versingObama’spolicy. 

Someofthesepledges,ifcarriedout, 
would involve signing laws, and others 
wouldrequiretheuseofwell-established 
presidential powers. Several of them 
would undo executive actions that go 
beyond the president’s traditional pre- 
rogatives. The Obama years have seen 
an accelerating deterioration of consti- 
tutional governance: unilateral policy- 
makingbythepresidentinareas where 
presidents had not been previously 
thought to have a free hand; executive- 
branch rule-making designed to force 
compliancewhileevadingaccountability. 
ThenextRepublicanpresidentcouldtry 
to exploit these developments or try to 
reverse them. The right choice is not 
inevitable. Which is why conservatives 
should ask for and get these commit- 
mentsnow. 



|=|=| Text 



ThankGod 

AndtheGOP 

Forthel3th 

Amendment 

One hundred fifty years have passed 
since the abolition of slavery 

BY THEODORE R. 
JOHNSON 

O n December 6, 1864, less 
than one month after his re- 
election, President Abrdiam 
Lincoln sent to Capitol Hill 
whatwouldbehisfinalStateoftheUnion 
address.Ashenearedtheconclusion,he 
calledfortheHousetopass,astheSenate 
hadalreadydone,aconstitutionalamend- 
menttoabolishslavery.Heimploredthe 
lame-duckCongresstobeboldbeforethe 
sessionended. 

Congress answered the call. The next 
month, theRepublican-pluralityHouseof 
Representativespassedthe 1 3thAmend 
ment. In doing so, Lincoln and the 3 8th 
Congress etched their places in the pan- 
theon of courageous Americans who 
madetheUniormoreperfectAndthough 
it was unnecessary, Lincoln signed the 
amendmentbeforeitwassenttothestates 
forratificationHedidsotomarkforpos- 
terityhisallegiancetothenation’sfound- 
ing principles and to the extension of 
themtoblackAmericans . 

Lincolnwasassassinatedthefollowing 
April.0nDecember6, 1 865,exactlyone 
year after his last address to Coigress, 
Georgiabecamethe27thstatetoratifythe 
13thAmendment,raisingthetotaltothe 
necessary three-quarters of the states. 
Ratification was officially certified on 
December 18. 

This December is the 1 50th anniver- 
sary of that historic event. To honor the 
philosophical roots of the Republican 
party, remindthenationofitsroleinour 
history, and reaffirm its commitment to 
racialequality,theGOP,particularlyRe 
publcan members of Congress, should 

Mr. Johnson is a doctoral candidate in public policy at 
Northeastern University and a former White House 
Fellow. 
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lead a national, non-partisan 
commemoration of the day it 
transformedAmerica. 

In Lincoln’s words, “una- 
nimity of action” is “almost 
indispens able . ’ ’Thecommem- 
oration should be inclusive, 
recalling a moment in Ameri 
can history when our policy 
matched our principles, and 
should encourage us to con- 
frontthehardtruthsaboutrace 
thatwefaceeventodayAquick 
perusal of the headlines shows 
that race remains a promnent 
national issue, and polls show 
that it remains divisive. But 
certainly Americans can unite 
inobservingthesesquicenten- 
nialofthenationaldecisionto 
endslavery. 

Ratification of the 13th 
Amendnentisthemostconse- 
quential action our nation has 
taken since it won indepen- 
dence. The commemoration 
should recognizeboththeelectoratewho 
willedtheendofslaveryandthesoldiers 
who gave their lives to preserve the 
UmonAnditshouldholdinhighesteem 
the strength, faith, and determination of 
blackAmericanswhopersevereddespite 
their deprivation of the benefits of the 
self-evident truths that our nation was 
founded on. The ceremony should serve 
as a national rededication to the virtues 
that unite different people under a com- 
moncause. 

Whilethehistoricoccasionbelongsto 
all Americans, Republicans should take 
the lead in organizing the commemora- 
tion, to communicate that their party 
sharestheidealsoftheirforerunnerswho 
ratified the 1 3th Amendment. Let’s face 
it: Onrace, thepopularperceptionofthe 
partyisaproblem.Thepartyisnotracist, 
butitcannotdenythatitcomesacrossas 
insensitive to the experiences of minori- 
ties, particularlyblackAmericans . 

Overt hepastl50years,thenationhas 
made enormous progress onrace. The 
past few years have been marked by 
milestone anniversaries of monumental 
events — from the Emancipation Procla 
mation to the March on Washingon and 
theMarchfromSelmatoMontgomery — 
when the nation was forced to confront 
racism. Republicans have either been 
absentfromtheseremembrancesorceded 
leadership of them to independent orga 



nizersorDemocraticofficials.Whenthat 
iscoupledwithdeafeningsilenceonrace 
issues or with remarks by some in the 
party who label Black Lives Matter a 
movement advocating police killings 
andtheDemocraticpartyaplantationfor 
blackvotersjtisclearthattheRepublican 
partyhasstrayedfromitsroots . 

It’s time for the party of Lincoln to 
awaken and resume its leading role in 
Americanrace relations .Butthemoniker 
“partyofLincoln”cannolbesimplyahis- 
toricalclaim.Faithwithoutworksisdead, 
andsotooisthepartyofLincolnifitis 
unwilling to acknowledge the plight of 
Americancitizens and take action where 
necessarytoameliorateit.Soaceremony 
would not be enough. The party should 
takeahardlookatthechallengesfacing 
blackAmericansandspecifyhowpresent- 
dayRepubl icanswilladdressthem. 

ThefactsareclearAccordingtonearly 
every socioeconomic indicator, from in 
come to health, blackAmericans lagbe 
hindtherestofthenation.Socialmobility 
formanyblackAmericansisterriblydif- 
ficult, makingtheAmericandreamunat- 
tainableformany. 

Republicans should make explicit, for 
example, how their proposals for crimi- 
nal-j usticereformfollo wfromthepr inci- 
plesoftheEighthand 1 3 thAmendments , 
which permit involuntary servitude as 
criminalpunishmentbutrequirethatsuch 



punishment not be cruel and 
unusual.Theyshouldalsoem 
phasizecharterschools, home- 
schooling alternatives, and 
school-choice legislative pro- 
posals. These policies enjoy 
strong support in black com- 
munities ,wherequalityofedu- 
cation is an important issue. 
The fastest-growin g demo- 
graphicofAmericanentrepre- 
neurs is black women, so 
Republicansshouldshowhow 
theireconomicplansandtax- 
reform proposals increase 
accesstocapital,whichwould 
enableblackAmericanstostart 
theirownsmallbusinessesand 
therebyreduceuremployment. 

B lacks have ahigher military- 
participation rate, soRepubli 
cansshouldstresstheiipositions 
onmilitary pay, veterans ’ care 
andemployme nt, and preser- 
vation of associated benefits 
for housing and education. 
Suffering job and income losses, black 
workers are often the most affected by 
regulations that increase costs for busi- 
nesses, soRepublcansshouldsho who w 
asmarterregulatorystructureisbeneficial 
to them. Blacks are disproportionately 
victims of violent crime , so Republicans 
shouldshowhowtheywouldmakecom- 
munitiessafer. 

Thisisnotidentitypolitics.Theseare 
not special set-asides any more than 
Lincoln’s advocating the 1 3th Amend 
ment was a set-aside for liberty for 
blackAmericans. Rather, these mea- 
sures address thebasicquestionofwho 
is entitledtolife, liberty ,andthepursuitof 
happiness . They are designed to remove 
barriers to self-determination so that all 
citizens canmakeoftheirlives whatever 
theirhard workandtalentsallow. 

Following a White House official’s 
rhetoric about “leading from behind,” 
Republicanshaveseizedonthephraseas 
an aspersion to cast on Democrats . On 
race relations , however, th e phrase fits 
theGOP,whichhascededthemoralhigh 
ground. Butthe party canreclaimit, in 
substance as well as symbolically, and 
the anniversary ofthe 1 3thAmendment 
istheperfectoccasionAsLinco lnasked 
inhisfinalformaladdresstoCongress — 
he was referring to passage of the 
amendment — “May we not agree that 
thesoonerthebetter?” NR 
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Underground 
At Brown 

A secret forum in which 
people can talk 

BY JAY NORDLINGER 

Providence, R.I. 

L ast year, a student at Brown 
University established a secret 
forum with one purpose: to 
allow students to talk freely 
about possibly controversial issues. 
Think of that. At Brown, there is an 
underground group whose purpose is to 
allow kids to say what they ought to be 
free to say above ground. 

The group came about in this way: 
Brown was to host a debate on the issue 
of campus rape. In one comer was Jessica 
Valenti, a radical feminist, and in the 
other was Wendy McElroy, a radical lib- 
ertarian. It was suspected that McElroy 
would deny there was a “culture of 
rape.” And this was intolerable to some 
students, who protested mightily — in 
advance, mind you. 

The debate came off, to Brown’s cred- 
it. The previous year, Ray Kelly was 
forced off the stage. New York’s police 
commissioner at the time, Kelly was try- 
ing to give a lecture entitled “Proactive 
Policing in America’s Biggest City.” The 
kids at Brown, some of them, were not 
interested in what he had to say — and 
denied everyone else the right to hear 
him say it. 

But the debate about campus rape 
came off. Brown had taken mollifying 
steps, however. The university’s presi- 
dent announced that she opposed Wendy 
McElroy ’s view — and scheduled a lec- 
ture for the same time as the debate. The 
lecture, by a Brown psychiatry professor, 
was called “The Research on Rape Cul - 
ture.” Evidently, it was not enough that 
the debate would be a debate: a clash of 
views. There had to be a separate event, 
without a clash, or a disagreement. 

Also, students set up a safe space for 
those who might attend the debate and be 
shaken by something they heard. A “safe 
space”? Yes. This space, in the words of 
Judith Shulevitz, writing in the NewYork 
Times , was a room “equipped with cook- 



ies, coloring books, bubbles, Play-Doh, 
calming music, pillows, blankets and a 
video of frolicking puppies, as well as 
students and staff members trained to 
deal with trauma.” 

One student was fed up — fed up with 
an atmosphere of illiberalism, fear, and 
nuttiness. That was Chris Robotham, a 
sophomore from Scituate, Mass., 
majoring in computer science and math. 
He created a Facebook group called 
“Reason @ Brown.” You can set up three 
types of Facebook group: Public, Closed, 
or Secret. This one is secret. It provides a 
safe space (to coin a phrase) for the free 
exchange of ideas, online. A member can 
simply express his views without being 
condemned as a heretic or villain. 
Without being shouted off the stage. 
There is actual argument. 

Now a junior, Chris tells me that he 
grew up arguing with his father. (Not a 
few children argue with their father.) 
“He and I spent a lot of time in debates 
about all sorts of issues. I was used to it, 
and I was disappointed to come to Brown 
and find that these debates were almost 
impossible. That could not be more anti- 
thetical to the mission of this university, 
or any university. What happens is, a 
view that questions the dominant view 
has to be bulldozed over.” 

Was it really necessary for Reason @ 
Brown to be secret? “I am willing to put 
my neck on the line,” says Chris, “and if 
people want to say I am some kind of ist, 
or a violent oppressor on account of my 
white masculinity, etc., that’s fine, that’s 
their prerogative, but I think there are a 
lot of people, including my freshman- 
year self, who would not be comfort- 
able putting their neck on the line but 
who, to be perfectly frank, deserve to 
have the intellectual discussions pro - 
mised to them in Brown’s advertising 
and for which they may be paying some 
six-figure amount.” 

The group started when Chris asked 
five or so friends whether they would be 
interested in joining. Those students, in 
turn, asked others. Members have the 
right to invite others in. So, the group 
grows on this basis of referrals. It now 
has just above 100 members. 

They are a diverse bunch, too, says 
Chris, meaning that they hold all sorts 
of views. What the members have in 
common is that they are willing to air 
and debate those views. Chris says that 
there are members supporting presi- 



dential candidates from Sanders to 
Trump. A majority of the members will 
vote Democratic in 2016, he guesses. 
“But they’re more conservative than 
the general Brown population, which 
isn’t saying much.” He goes on to note 
that if censorship and intimidation 
were coming from the right, member- 
ship of this secret forum would be 
more liberal. 

One member is Marie Willersrud, a 
junior from Oslo, Norway, majoring in 
business economics. She grew up in 
the social-democratic culture of her 
homeland — a culture that many find sti- 
flingly conformist. (Many Norwegians, I 
mean.) She looked forward to going to 
the Land of the Free and the Home of the 
Brave. She looked forward to happy, 
unbridled discussion. And she went, of 
course, to Brown. 

“Marie!” I say. “Didn’t you know that 
you were going to one of the least free 
and open pockets in the whole, vast 
United States! What were the other 
options? Oberlin? Reed? Bennington?” 
She laughs appreciatively. 

“I have a lot of fun conversations with 
Americans,” she says, “except when it 
comes to politics. I find myself in a place 
where a large percentage of the student 
body wants to shut down debates that 
include unpopular opinions, and the uni- 
versity backs them. This is not what I 
signed up for.” 

She was amazed, in her freshman 
year, that the police commissioner of 
New York was booed and shouted off 
the stage, not permitted to speak. And 
what she often hears from students is 
“but”: “I’m for free speech, but . . .” 
There is always some excuse that disal- 
lows it. 

Incredulous and disgusted at the same 
time, I ask, “Can you really not talk 
here, except on Reason @ Brown?” 
Marie says, with dead seriousness, “I 
know very well in what company I can 
talk freely about things and in what 
company I should keep my mouth 
shut.” Chris chimes in, “I would second 
that.” Marie continues, “The number of 
times my freshman year I was told that 
I was being offensive . . .” “You’re kid- 
ding?” I say. Marie is the politest and 
friendliest of students. “Offensive for 
saying what?” “Just for being blunt,” 
Marie says. 

There was a time when people prided 
themselves on being blunt and even 



28 NATIONAL REVIEW I www.nationalreview.com 



DECEMBER 7, 2015 






YIMING CHEN/CONTRIBUTOR/GETTY IMAGES 




The Van Wickle Gates at Brown University 



offensive — they went outoftheirway to 
give offense. They wore it as a badge of 
honor. I wonder whether the pressure to 
conform has ever been so great as it is 
now. (Even in Puritan times?) 

Because of some recent reporting I 
have done — including this visit to 
Brown — I’ve learned some of today’s 
campus lingo. To say something that 
others might disagree with is to commit 
“violence.” You are “invalidating,” 
“marginalizing,” or “erasing” them. 
And you of course are making them 
“unsafe.” Also, students imagine them- 
selves “oppressed,” when they are any- 
thing but. Recently, AAPI at Brown — this 
is a “collective” of Asian, Asian Ameri- 
can, and Pacific Islander students — 
issued a statement claiming that the 
school newspaper “privileges writers 
who continue in the legacy of white 
supremacy, further marginalizing stu- 
dents already systemically oppressed 
by the University.” 

Oppressed! Systemically ! I point out 
to Chris and Marie that Brown students, 
whoever they are, are among the luckiest 
people on the face of the earth. “In hu- 
man history,” says Chris, correctly. What 
ingrates they are, I continue: to be at this 



renowned institution, on this beautiful 
campus, at the tippy-top of American 
society. Millions of people around the 
world would trade places with them in 
a heartbeat! “You can’t marginalize 
their suffering,” Marie chides me, with 
a twinkle. 

So, Reason @ Brown is now outed, by 
virtue of this interview. Only two mem- 
bers’ names will be known: those of 
Chris and Marie. But the group’s exis- 
tence will be known. Why now? Be- 
cause, as Chris explains, the atmosphere 
of censorship is getting no better, and is 
possibly getting even worse. At the same 
time, people on campus are getting bold- 
er about talking back to it — the censor- 
ship, that is. They are speaking up for 
free speech. 

Maybe a story about Reason @ Brown 
will embolden them further. It might 
even disturb the consciences of the cen- 
sors, a little. 

In October, three Brown professors 
and a senior lecturer — fairly gutsy 
souls — wrote a letter together. They 
rapped the university’s administration 
for “timidity and cowardice in the face of 
voices for censorship and the suppres- 
sion of ideas.” At stake, they warned, 



“are the soul and character of a liberal 
and open university.” 

Chris says that Reason@ Brown 
should not have to exist — at least not in 
secret. “This is the administration’s 
fault for failing to endorse a culture of 
the free exchange of ideas. They are 
afraid of being in official opposition to 
various advocacy groups on campus. 
Their refusal to say no to these groups 
has created the need for Reason @ 
Brown, which should otherwise be 
known as Brown University.” 

He recognizes that the outing of 
Reason @ Brown might bring him “some 
grief,” as he puts it. But he is “not espe- 
cially concerned about that.” 

His hope is that, one day, there will be 
no need for Reason @ Brown. He reem- 
phasizes: “This should not need to exist. 
I should not be giving this interview. I 
should be in my dorm room right now.” 
But here we are. 

Over the years, I have covered a lot of 
political dissidents in unfree countries. I 
don’t say that Chris Robotham and Marie 
Willersrud are in the same category. Far 
from it. But it’s impossible not to recog- 
nize certain similarities. And I admire 
these two more than I can say. NR 
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Shall We Have a King? 

The Founders said no, hut today Congress and the courts aren’t so sure 

BY CHARLES C. W. COOKE 



I f the passage of time were a reliable guarantor of 
increasing human freedom, we would expect history to 
look a little different than it doe s . In school , we would 
have learned that the Englishmen of Charles I’ s reign 
were better off than their Elizabethan grandparents ; that the 
colonists implicated by the Declaratory Act had fairer 
prospectsthanthosewhohadbeengovernedwithwhatBurke 
called“salutaryneglect”;thattheGermansofl935possessed 
an advantage over those of the Bismarcksche 
/te/c/wver/asswHg.Thatwedidnotlearnanyofthisshouldtell 
us something. As Thomas Jefferson had it, “the natural 
progress of things is for liberty to yield, and government to 
gainground.”Therearenonewfightsinpolitics. 

Doweknowthis?IntheUnitedStates,asintherestofthe 
Anglosphere,weseemtobelievethatwearethechildrenof 
M legislatures, notofkings;thebeneficiariesofcarefulreason- 
£ ing, not of iron will ; the heirs to a safe political settlement 
§ immune to disintegration . That we are proud of our institu- 



tions is understandable. But our unshakeable confidence in 

theirpermanenceisnot.Thereisnothingwritteninthestars 

thatsecuresinperpetuityourfreesystemoflaws.Thereare 

nostonetabletsuponwhichlegislativesupremacyandjudi- 

cialintegrityareguaranteedagainstusurpation.Men’shearts 

areno less ambitious this week than they were in the eraof 

thepyramids. 

As I write, the president of the United States is openly 
promisingtofinishoffhissecondtermwithaflurryofextra- 
constitutionalactivity.Bythepowerinvestedinhis“penand 
phone,” Barack Obama intends to wield his “executive 
authority”inordertoinstituteasetofenvironmentalrulesthat 
the people’s representatives have declined to grant him; to 
closetheprisoncampatGuantanamoBayindirectdefiance 
ofCongress’ swill ;andtofurthercircumventaseriesofimmi- 
grationlawsthathavebeenonthebooksfordecades. 

These are no idle threats. In his second term alone, this 
presidenthasrewrittenbyfiatsomeofthecentralportions 
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ofhissignaturelegislation,Obamacare;grantedaseriesof 
umithoized waivers from the 1 996 Welfare Reform Act; 
andinstructedagenciessuchastheIRSandtheEPAtopush 
forward with the enforcement of a series of administrative 
rules that simply cannot be justified by the texts of their 
enablingstatutes.Mostalarminglyofall,hehasrepeatedly 
madeitclearthattheseactionsarenotthena turaloutwork- 
ing of legal ambiguity, but adeliberateresponse to congre s- 
sional inaction. Once upon a time, Obama insisted that he 
was “not a king” or an “emperor” or a “dictator,” and con- 
firmedthathis“jobastheheadoftheexecutivebranchulti- 
mately is to carry out the law.” Now he justifies his 
behaviorwithtalkofnecessityandvowsthatif“Congress 
won’tact,”hewill. 

John Adams chara cterized the office that Obama holds as 
enjoying “the whole executive power, after divesting it of 
those badges of domination called prerogatives.” In this 
assessment he was reflecting what mightbe regarded as the 



theirsystemavirusagainstwhichtheirConstitutionwassup- 

posedtoprotectthem.WorstofalkTheyhavedonesowithout 

acareintheworld. 

Hamburger ’s provocative thesis should, at the least, force 
us to consider an important question: Why do we tolerate 
behaviorfromourbureaucracythatwewouldneverallowin 
other circumstances ? Imagine, if you will, that an American 
citizen werearrestedo nsuspicionof stabbing somebody and 
subsequently charged. Ceteris paribus, we would require a 
numberofconditionstobemetinorderforhisconvictionto 
be acceptable. First, we would expect the law that he was 
accused of having broken to be present in a specific statute 
that had made its way through the established legislative 
process. Second, wewouldexpecttheauthoritiestaskedwith 
his prosecut ion to be under the jurisdiction of the executive 
branchandboundbyrulesthathadbeencontrivedbytheleg- 
islature and interpreted by the courts. And third, we would 
expect him to be given an independent trial overseen by a 



TheFoundersbelievedthatwhenthelawsthatgovern 
men’sfortunesaresubjecttothe whimsofthepowerful, 
therecanbenoliberty.Areweatliberty? 



Founders ’ central conceit : that when the laws that govern 
men’sfortunesaresubjecttothewhimsofthepowerfulrather 
than to the consent of the governed, there canbe no liberty. 
Areweat liberty? 

In his recent book Is Administrative Law Unlawful? 
Columbia University professor Philip Hamburger suggests 
that we are not. The Constitution of the United States, 
Hamburgercontends,representedaconsciousattempttoban- 
ishfromthiscountry’spoliticalstructureahostoftheinsid- 
ious tools upon which monarchs and emperors had 
historicallyrelied:amongthemprerogativelawmaking,leg- 
islative enabling acts, suspending and dispensing powers, 
and the investment of legislative, judicial, and executive 
functions into one body. Alarmingly, Hamburger concludes, 
these features have gradually found their way back into the 
system — notbecausetheConstitutionhasbeenoverthrownor 
becauseWashington,D.C.,hasbeenoccupiedbyaninvading 
force , butbecause over time we have constructed anunw ar- 

ranted 4 ‘fourthbr anch’ ’inadditiontotheoriginalthree ,andwe 
haveallowedtheexecutivebranchtotakeadvantageofit. 

By“fourthbranch,”Hamburgerisreferringtothevastcaste 
of unelected government employees who staff the array of 
administrativeagenciesthathavesprunguparoundthecoun- 
try since the start of the 20th century and, slowly but surely, 
enjoyed ever-increasing power over o ur lives. Far from re 
flectingabenign, novel, andnecessarychangeinthedetailof 
our self-government, Hamburger submits, these entities are 
returning us to the bad old days of rule by fiat. Unlike the 
Prussians and the French, he argues, Anglo-American soci- 
etieshavehistoricallyinsistedthatthelibertiesoffreemenbe 
restrictedonlybythelegislatureandthecourts,notbyexecu- 
tivedecr ee. By permitting avast andunaccountablebureau- 
cracytogrowintheirmidst,Americanshavereimportedinto 



judgeanddecidedbyajuryofhispeers. Any thingless would 
beunacceptable. 

If a state legislature attempted to “consolidate” this 
processonthegroundsofits“complexity,” wewouldstead- 
fastlyobject.Butnowsupposethatinsteadofbeingsubject 
tolawsthathadbeenpassedbythelegislature,enforcedby 
prosecutors from the executive branch, and overseenby an 
independent judiciary, our hypothetical suspect wereleftat 
the mercy of an unelected “violence agency ” that hadbeen 
empowered to make binding determinations as to (a) what 
constituted “stabbing,” (b) who wer e guilty of it, and (c) 
whattheirpunishmentsshouldbe. Would wenot riotl Not 

onlywouldtheopportunityforabusebedeemedflatlyunac- 
ceptable,butwewouldwonderhowexactlyitwasthataleg- 
islaturesawfittosubdelegatetotheexecutivebothitsown 
enumeratedpowersandasetofjudicialfunctionsto which 
ithadnorightfulclaim. 

Why, then, isthisnotthecaseelsewhere?Whydoweshrug 
our shoulders when Congress bestows upon the executive 
branch extensive power s to promulgate , enforce , and adj udi- 
cate binding rules? Why do we not revolt when the IRS is 
given the task of writing its own laws in-house (we used to 
callthis “prerogative”) andenforcingthemoutsidethecourts 
(weusedtocallthis“consolidationofpower”)?Whyisthere 
no great uproarwhenHHSandUSCISwillfullydd ayenforce- 
mentof unpopularprovisionsofthelawtoaidthepresident’s 
reelectionbid(weusedtocallthis“suspending”)orhandout 
waiversofonerousrequirementstofavoredgroups(weusedto 
callthis“dispensing”)? 

Mostimportantofall,whyarewenotupinarmswhenthe 
presidentopenlyabuseshispositionastheheadofthebureau- 
cr acy in order to circumvent Congres s ’ s explicit will ? When 
evenleft-wingerssuchasGeorgetownFawSchool’sJonathan 
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Turley are warning that Barack Obama has now become “the 
very danger the Constitution was designed to avoid,” should 
our ears not perk up? Our Founders’ ancestors in Britain spent 
centuries trying to rid their constitutional structures of oppor- 
tunities for abuse. Why are we so indifferent to their return? 

T he usual answer given to those who pose this question 
is that the contemporary administrative state is ren- 
dered inevitable by the complexities of modern life, 
and that all principled objections are therefore rendered moot. 
Woodrow Wilson, who was openly disdainful toward the 
American system of government as it had been handed down 
to him, made this case repeatedly, writing as early as 1887 that 
the “difficulties of governmental action” that had been seen 
“gathering in other centuries” were “culminating in our own” 
and desperately needed to be addressed. His proposed fix was 
for Congress to delegate some of its rule-making powers to 
the bureaucracy. 



executive with certain narrowly specified tasks and a legisla- 
ture’s delegating broad legislative powers to that executive. 
Slowly but surely, we have forgotten this. 

Today it is evident that promises of apolitical rule-making 
have gone unrealized and that delegation of legislative 
authority is not the exception but the rule. Worse still, the 
dream of an impartial, virtuoso-driven bureaucracy has been 
cast aside in favor of monarchism. In 2015, the bureaucracy 
does not exist as a hive of expertise held aside from the 
hurly-burly of partisanship and ideology, but as a weapon 
that is wielded by the incumbent executive and insulated 
from congressional pushback. From the Reagan administra- 
tion onwards, American presidents have come to use their 
control of federal agencies as kings once used their crowns. 
If a given commander-in-chief doesn’t like the substance of 
a given law, he claims that it is vague and issues a new rule 
to “fix” it; if his signature legislative achievement isn’t 
working so well, he suspends or dispenses with its unpopu- 
lar or problematic provisions until the politics improve, 



From the Reagan administration onwards, American 
presidents have come to use their control of federal 
agencies as kings once used their crowns. 



For too long, Wilson contended, the state had been bound 
by rules that were appropriate for the 1790s but not for his era; 
it was time to elevate “administrative study and creation” 
above traditional notions of representation and consent. Anti- 
cipating the charge that he was coming out against democracy 
itself, Wilson struck a defensive pose. “Self-government,” he 
argued, “does not consist in having a hand in everything, any 
more than housekeeping consists necessarily in cooking din- 
ner with one’s own hands.” 

At worst, this reasoning is a throwback to the Roman civil 
law that the Founders had abhorred and the Prussians idolized 
and an explicit rejection of the anti-dictatorial instincts of 
Anglo-American liberalism. Which tyrant, we might ask, does 
not make a similar case in pursuit of greater power? 

At best, Wilson’s argument is a good-faith but terribly naive 
attempt to make government “work.” When the Supreme 
Court rules, as it did in 1989, that in an “increasingly complex 
society, replete with ever changing and more technical prob- 
lems, Congress simply cannot do its job absent an ability to 
delegate power under broad general directives,” it is echoing 
the contention of men who believed that it was important to 
take certain questions out of the political realm so that they 
might be better answered. 

Somewhere within this contention there is a kernel of truth. 
If the federal government is to work effectively, at least some 
delegation will have to be permitted. But while it is one thing 
to acknowledge that Congress does not have the time to 
engage every small-ball question, it is quite another to en- 
dorse legislators’ filling our laws with endless invitations to 
executive caprice. Here, as elsewhere, to accept that occasional 
exceptions must be granted is by no means to demolish the 
rule. There is a difference between a legislature’s charging the 



regardless of whether the statute accords him such discre- 
tion; if the other branches will not play ball, he fulfills their 
roles for them. 

Worse, he is aided and abetted in doing so by the very insti- 
tutions the Constitution anticipated would stop him. In theory, 
Congress should be able to limit the bureaucracy’s potency by 
repealing or amending its grants of power and by limiting the 
types of instances in which it subdelegates its judgment. In 
practice, the rise of ideologically unified parties has rendered 
this an impossibility. When Congress and the White House are 
run by politicians with the same aims, there is little incentive 
to roll back the frontiers of executive authority. And when 
they are not, the dissenters hardly ever have the votes to over- 
ride the president’s veto. If Americans wish to change the sta- 
tus quo, they will need to start electing politicians who are as 
committed to protecting the powers of their branch as they are 
to their agendas (this will be extremely difficult) and to insist 
that oversight legislation such as the REINS Act (which forces 
Congress to take a vote on especially expensive regulations) 
makes it into law. 

The judiciary has not helped matters. Under the Chevron 
doctrine, propounded in 1984, the Supreme Court has routinely 
granted federal agencies broad latitude to interpret Congress’s 
will, on the presumption that if those agencies abuse or 
overextend the power they have been granted, legislators will 
step in and stop them. But because legislators have proven 
themselves incapable of supervising the administrative archi- 
pelago, a power vacuum has emerged into which the execu- 
tive has been all too happy to step. Justice Clarence Thomas, 
who objects vehemently to the judiciary’s reticence in this 
realm, charges that his branch has “overseen and sanctioned 
the growth of an administrative system that concentrates the 
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power to make laws and the power to enforce them in the 
hands of a vast and unaccountable administrative apparatus 
that finds no comfortable home in our constitutional struc- 
ture.” Chevron mustbeoverturned. 

Inourwiderpoliticalculture,objectionssuchasThomas’s 
tend to be met, if at all, with the counterargument that, 
becausetheUnitedStatesisademocracy,itsadministrators 
canposeno serious threattothepeople.Ifthe bureaucracy 
were tobecomeegregiously tyrannical, this argumentgoes, 
either the elected president or the elected Congress would 
act. That neither has done so must reflect some degree of 
publicsatisfaction. 

Thisrej oinder, alas,isapoorone. If, as theAmerican sys- 
tem presumes , we all have a right to a voice in making the 
lawsthatlimitourfreedom — andifthereisabranchforwhich 
we vote that is charged with determining those laws — it is 
nothing shortoftyrannicalforthe state todeny us thatright. 

The U nited S tate s is a constitutional republic , replete with a 
set of rules that govern how power may be wielded and by 
whom.Thereexistsnoprovisionwithinitscodifiedorderthat 
ties the po wer enj oy edby each branch to that branch ’ s tran- 
sientpopularity. Ifthereis aconstitutional problem with the 
scopeoftheadministrativestate,itobtainsregardlessofthe 
opinionpolls.Asonewouldnotsubmitthatapresident’s90 
percent approval rating has invested him with the power to 
change the tax rates or to issue judicial opinions, so one 
shouldnotas sumethattheproblemsattendantto administra- 
tive overreach evaporatebecause 5 1 percentofthepublicis 
onboard. If PhilipHamburgeriscorrectto argue thatArticle 
Idoesnotpermitanysubdelegationofthe“legislativepowers 
thathavebeengranted” — andlthinkheis — heiscorrectirre- 
spec ti veoftheelectorate ’swill . 

AndifHamburgeris wrong , andtheConstitution ’ s silence 
onsubdelegationshouldbetakentoimplypermission?Well, 
we should stillbe concerned . S educti ve as it may sound, the 
claim that the administrative state is subject to meaningful 
democraticoversightisinpracticeratherweak.Byitsnature, 
the modern bureaucracy is a quasi-permanent force, vast 
swathesofwhichremaininoperationregardlessofwhoholds 
elective office and with what brief. For the administrators’ 
apologiststocontendthatour contemporary rule-makers are 
legitimatebecausetheywereempoweredbythosewhowere 
atonepointelectedwillsimplynotcutthemustard.Now,as 
inWashington’stime,wewriteourlawsdownsothatthose 
who areboundby themkno w whatthey areboundby . There 
isnoadvantagetoourdoingsoifthementaskedwithenforc- 
ing them are permitted to suspend them or to fill out their 
meaningastheirpoliticaldesiresdemand. 

Whichisalltosaythat, pace Woodrow Wilson&Co., the 

recipeforpoliticallibertyisasiteverwas.Formentobefree, 
the law must be difficult to change, and it must be changed 
only by those whom we send to representus; itmustbeuni- 
versalandcomprehensibleinitsapplication;itmustbelimit- 
edinitsscope(bybothhardrulesandsoftconventions);and 
itmustbecontrived, executed, andoverseenbypartieswhose 
specialized functions are clearly set apart from one another. 
Theseconventionstookalongtimetodevelop,andtheywill 
takealongtimetoforget.Butiftheyarecircumventedoften 
and egregiously enough, forgotten they will eventually be. 
Thereisalwaysacrownbeyondthehorizon. 



The Holy Spirit 
Comes to 
Campus 

Social justice and the revivalist tradition 

BY HELEN ANDREWS 

T he progressiveresurgencethatbegansometimebetween 
Brendan Eich’s resignation from Mozilla and the 
burning down of the Ferguson QuikTrip has turned 
intosomethingmorethanjustanothertumaroundthe 
culture-war maypole. When the Confederate flag came down 
overthestatecapitolinColumbia — SouthCarolina! — thatwas 
aportent.WhenTVLandpulled TheDukesofHazzard fromits 
broadcasthneupovertheroofdecatonthe GeneralLee , thatwas 
another. Acablechannel that shows four hours aday of Gun 

smoke rerunsisnottheBerkeleysociologydepartment.Thenthe 
Memphis city council crossed the crucial messing- with-corpses 
threshold, votinginJulytoexhumefromapublicpark,andrelo- 
cate, the remains of a Confederate general and his wife. Two 
weeks later, protesters calling themselves the Commission on 
ReligionandRacismattackedthegravewithshovelsbecausethe 
contaminatingcouplehadnotbeenremovedfastenough.Next 
time,saidtheringleader,“wearegoingtobringthebackhoe.” 
Collegestudentswereonsummervacationwhilethesestories 
wereunfolding,butobviouslythecampusLeftwasnotaboutto 
yielditsplaceinthevanguardofpoliticalcorrectnesstothelikes 
of the Memphis city council. The first campus to erupt once 
midtermswereoverwas Yale, where, indefaultofmoreserious 
grievances, activists had fixated on making sure no one’s 
Halloweencostumefeaturedaculturallyinsensitivesombrero, 
kimono, orfeatheredheaddress . OnNo vember5 , aboutahun- 
dredstudentsweregatheredonthemainquadchalkingslogans 
(“Ourcultureisnotacostume’ ’jonthesidewalkwhenthedean 
passed by. He stopped to listen and ended up staying forthree 
hours . ‘ ‘Pleasekno wthatlhaveheardy ourstoriesandl ’ llleave 
here changed,” he assured them. Flushed with this success, a 
groupofstudentsretumingtoonedormtriedthesamegambiton 
theirhousemaster,who,likethedean,justhappenedtobewalk- 
ingby.ButMasterNicholasChristakisrefusedtobecowed.His 
display of spine sent one girl into a meltdown, and camera- 
phone video ofherrant foundits way onto YouTube and from 
thereintothe NewYorkTimes . 

Afterthescarecomestheshakedown.ThefollowingThursday, 
a coalition of student groups handed Yale ’ s president a list of 
demands ranging from the rococo to the baldly mercenary. In 
additiontothingssuchasanethnic-studiescourserequirement 
andtheabolitionof ‘master’ ’asanadministrati vetitle,theyasked 
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for each cultural center on campus to get a $2 million top-up. 

That sameday, a sit-in surrounded the Georgetownpresident’s 
officeandpledgednottodisbanduntil, amongotherthings , the 
university fundedanendowmenttorecruitmore“blackidenti- 
fying”professors.Onothercampuses,apologieswereapopular 
request. Amherst Uprising, which posted its demands online, 
specifiedthatPresidentBidd yMartinmustsubmitherapology 
fortheracistnatureoftheschoorsmascot“byFriday,November 
13th, 2015 by 5:00pm” — no extensions! The Concerned 
Student 1950 group at the University of Missouri specified that 
President Tim Wolfe’s apology should be handwritten. In the 
event, they gotmorethanthat — Wolferesigned, asdidMizzou 
chancellorR.BowenLoftin.DeanMarySpellmanofClaremont 
McKennaCol legewasforcedtoresignafterwritinginane-mail, 
bywayofunderhningheieagernesstomeetwithaLatinastudent 
whohadsentheranop-edaboutracismoncampus,that“weare 
working on how we canbetter serve students, especially those 
that don ’tfitourCM Cmold ’’(emphasisadded) . 

These convulsions have put some in mind of the campus 
unrestofthe 1 960s .Infact, theyfitamucholderpattern 

Notsinceenvironmentalismhastheprevailingvarietyofleft- 
ismmorecloselyresembledareligion.JohnMcWhortercallsit 
Antiracism — “itseriouslymeritscapitalizationatthispoint” — 
andnotesthatithasitsownclergyinsuchmenasCharlesBlow 
andTa-Nehisi Coates (friendly vicar and hellfire preacher, 
respectively ).Castinghisnetmore widely toincludealltalkof 
“privilege, ’’frommaleto cisgender,essayistJosephBottumhas 
observedthattheconceptisfunctionallyequivalenttooriginal 
sin.“IhavetoeverydaywakeupandacknowledgethatIamso 
deeplyembeddedwithracistthoughtsandnotionsandactionsin 
mybodythatlhavetochooseeverydaytodoanti-racistwork 
andthinkin an anti-racist way,” saidagraduate student whom 
B ottum was able to locate, sounding for all the w orld like a 

CalvinistexplainingtheTinTULIP.Nowondertheguestlec- 
tureship that Yale offered #BlackLivesMatter quad-botherer 
DeRayMcke s sonwasinthedi vinity school . 

Leftismhasbecomeareligion,andwhatweareseeingnowis 
a revival. The revivalists testify from behind megaphones 
insteadofpulpitsandin“safespaces”insteadofcountrychurches, 
but they stand squarely within the American tradition of con- 

vertswhospreadtheirgospelbybearingtheirwitness.Theway 
theykeepburstingintotearsisaclue.TheYalechalkerscried 
when they confronted the dean, the ranting girl cried when she 
confrontedChristakis,audiencememberscriedduringaperfectly 
ordinary Yale Political Union debate on affirmative action. 
Fergusonwasthesameway.“Therewerealotoipeoplewhowere 
angry, alotofpeoplecrying,”oneprotesterrecalledofMichael 
Brown’sfuneralweek. “There werealotofpeoplewithback- 
packs andbooks sayingtherevolutionis starting.” (Thatfinal 
dashofmillennialismisentirelyappropriate.)Thisisnotasign 
offragility;thisispartoftheattraction. 

Like the First and Second Great Awakenings, this revival 
spreadslike acontagiononthestrengthofremarkab lestories. 
In the days of Jonathan Edwards , a preacher could set the 
ConnecticutRiver valley aflame by telling of mass conversions 
upinNorthamptonoramiraculoushealinginPlainfieldoranoto- 
riousfree-thinkerwhohadsuddenlyarrivedatsalvationoverin 
Braintree .Edwardshimselfgotalotofmileageoutoftheincred- 
ibleconversionstoryofhisyoungestcongregant,PhebeBartlet, 
agefour. Someofthesestoriesomittedcertaindeflatingdetails 



(themassconversionshadbeenpromptedbyanoutbreakofdis- 
ease,say),andsomearehardtocredit.Butthereisnotasingle 
story in theannalsofeitherGreatAwakening,notablindman 
restoredtosightoracripplemadetodancetheHighlandjig,that 
strainscredulityasmuchastheideathatonOctober24,20 1 5 ,the 
Ku KluxKlan snuckin to thethird-floorbathroomof aMizzou 
dormitoryinordertopaintapoopswastikaonthewall. 

Theenthusiasmforpersonaldenunciationthatsetsthepresent 
eruption apart from the usual PC background noise is a trade- 
mark of American revivals , too . When colonial congregations 
invited George Whitefield to preach for them, they quickly 
leamedtoaskinadvancethathenotsowdissensionbydenounc- 
ing local worthies by name. No one bothered asking Charles 
Grandison Finney to stick to generalities. One reason Finney 
wasthemostpopularrevivalistoftheSecondGreatAwakening 
wasthathisaudiencesderivedacertainfrissonfromknowinghe 
wouldcalloutbynameanydeaconhe’dheardwasanadulterer 
and any shopkeeper he ’ dheard saying “dammit” in the street. 
Anordinarypreacherwhonoticedano verdressedwomaninthe 
pewsmightpointedlytaketheday’sreadingfromProverbs31and 
leaveitatthat.Finneyglaredattheunfortunatewomanandasked 
her 4 nfrontofeveryone,“Didyoucomeinheretodividethewor- 
shipofGod’shouse,tomakepeopleworshipyou?”Recounting 
thestoryinhismemoir,henotes ,“Thismadeherwrithe . ’ ’ 

Finney acted as if it were some great methodologicalbreak- 
throughthathe“said‘you’insteadofpreachingaboutsinandsin- 
nersandsayinghhey. ’ ”Hewasmoreproudofitthanofliismore 
famousinnovation,the“anxiousbench.”Butit’snotasifother 
preachersdidn’ tknowthatthey could calldo wnthel 9th-century 
equivalent of aTwitterstorm on any parishioner they wanted. 
They just didn’t think it would be tactful. Tact, that pillar of 
decency, isnotap rinciplesomuchasatruce.Tobreakit,aper- 
soimeedsonlytobelievethatheandhisideasaremoreimportant 
thanotherpeople.Wealldothissometimesintheflushofpas- 
sion — andsometimeswedoitlegitimately.Whenentirenations 
do it simultaneously — whenbakers andtechCEOs andprivate 
conversations between NB Ateam owners and their mistresses 
areallplacedoutsidetheprotectionofcivi lizednormsofliveand 
letlive — itisasignthattheflushhasbecomeafever. 

W hat isbehindallthis ?Thesamefactorsthatgaveus 
the late- ’ 90s campus tantrum are partly to blame, 
since most have continued unchanged or gotten 
worse . Nothing paves the way for PC like ignorance, and the 
farther removed we get from the last generation to receive a 
proper education, the more ignorant college students be come . 

Millennialshavenoidea thattheruleoflawandthepresump- 
tion of innocence are older and more important concepts than 
intersectionality and white privilege. To them, they’re all just 
phrases that somebody made up, sometime before yesterday. 
TheygliblyrefertoAmherst’s“legacyofoppression”andYale’s 
“history of institutionalized racism,” but they cannot explain 
whattheymeanbythosephr ases.AsfarasIcantell,theyjust 
mean aninstitution existed prior to 1980. They are also more 
ignorantthaneveroflifeoutsidetheuppermiddleclass, thanks 
to the increasing self- segregation of the classes that Charles 
Murray has identified in Coming Apart , and this ignorance 
leaves themready to believe the most outlandish things about 
the marginalized groups they claim to champion. Sometimes 
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whenyouncousintellsyouhewas literallymindinghisownbusi- 
ness whenthecopstartedhasslinghimyouletitpasstospare 
hisdignity,buttheseBelmontkidsomitthegrainofsalt. 

One new developmentis ho weasily administrators are cav- 
ing . Why did the Yale girl’ s expletive-filled tirade re suit in an 
apology from Christakis (“I’ m genuinely sorry to have disap- 
pointedyou.I’ vedisappointedm yself ”)andnotherimmediate 
rusticationTTherisingcollegepricetagsurelyhassomethingto 
dowithit:Studentspaying$50,000ayearfeelentitledtothrow 
theirweightaround.Buttheactivistshavealsobenefitedfrom 
thesameloopholethathasprotectedeveryrevivalinAmerican 
history: They can’t condemn you for getting serious about 
beliefsthateveryoneelseissupposedtoshare. 

Thereisno tasingleitemontheYaledemandlistthatwould 
beshockingtoreadinthealumnibulletin.Increasedfundingfor 
mental-health services , naming the new residential hall after a 
personof color — didradicals write this or didthedevelopment 
office?AGeorgetownprofessorspokeformorethanjustCatho 
hcswhenhesaidofthesit-in,“ThisiswhatIteach.’’Peoplewho 
area bnormallyintenseaboutt heirbeliefstendtomaketheirco- 
religionists feel ashamed, but there is a world of difference 
betweenbeingafanatictheyareashamedofandapuristtheyare 
shamedby.Thelatterisasweetspotoccupiedbysaints, prophets, 
holyfools — andnow,social-justicewarriors. 

Thatiswhythereisalimittohowmuchcanbegleanedfrom 
listeningtowhattheseactivistssay.Theirslogansaredrawnfrom 
theideologicalairsupply.Theyseizeonwhatevergrievancesare 
closesttohandsimplyforthesakeofhavingagrievance.Ifit 
weren’ tone damn thing, it’ dbe another — as canbe seenfrom 
thewaythelatestcontagionhasjumpedfromcampustocampus 
regardlessoflocalconditions.T hedrivingcompulsiontocom- 
plainisthephenomenonhere,notthecomplaints. 



Thisisalsotypicalofrevivals.Bydefi nition,arevivalhas 
no obvious cause. Newenthusiasmforanoldmessageseems 
tocomeoutofhowhere,unconnectedtoanythinglikeawaror 
a national crisis — people just get religion all of a sudden. 
Christianhistorianswhohaveexaminedtheunderlyingcauses 
of revivals have been obliged to admit that, in a sense, their 
proximatecauseistheHolySpirit.Inthesameway,sympathiz- 
ersclaimthatca mpusradicalismisfullyexplainedbythereality 
ofstructuralracism.Butsomethingmakesrevivalsoccuratone 
time and not another. Letus grantthatthe Holy Spirit (or the 
spiritofsocialjustice,inthiscase)lightstheflame. Something 
elsepilesupthetinder. 

Whenemotionsrunthishigh,thereisusuallyfearinbackof 
it. Today ’ scollegestudentshavebeenraisedtobelievethatthey 
mustn avigatetheworldwithoutassuminganysharedvaluesor 
bondsofcommunitywithanyonetheymeet,andthatisenough 
to scare anyone. Attempts to quantify the Millennial mindset 
haveuncoveredagenerationthatisisolated(singlepeopleout- 
numbered married ones for the first time in 2014, and an 
increasing share of personal interactions are conducted online 
insteadofface-to-face)anduntrusting(Ga llupandHarvardpolls 
showrock-bottomtrustin churches, Congress, the professions, 
andeveryotheiestablishedauthorityinAmerica).Inhermemoir, 
Lena Dunham quotes a friend complaining of a no-good ex, 
“How could someone who cares so much about social justice 
care solittle aboutmy feelings ?”WhatIhearinthatquoteis a 
girlwhoisdesperateforsomething, anything, thatcanserveasa 
reliable guide to who is a good person. Not an unreasonable 
thingtowantinaworldwhereyoufeelthatnoone’sgoodfaith 
canbetakenforgranted. 

Certify ingthatsomeoneisatrustworthypersonisprecisely 
the role that evangelical religion served in the Second Great 
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Awakening. Itisnocoincidencethatthe“burned-overdistrict,” 

whereFinneyandhisfellowrevivalistshadtheirgreatestsuc- 

cesses, was in upstate New York after the advent of the Erie 

Canal.Theexplosionoftrademeantthatpeoplemovedaround 

alotmore.TownssuchasRochesterstartedseeingpopulation 

tumoverof80percentinsixyears,anddiariesoftheperiodare 

fullofcomplaintsthaty ouj ustdon ’ tkno w whomit ’ ssafetodo 

businesswithanymore.Atthesametime,cottageindustrywas 

beingreplacedbythefactorymodel,whichmeantthatinstead 

of living in their masters ’ houses as boarders , employees now 

livedintheirownhousesandtheirownneighborhoods.These 

twochangeslefttheaverageupstateNewYorker ’ ssocialworld 

suddenlydenudedofpeoplehefeltconfidenthecouldtrust. 

The other common thread linking the various American 
revivalsisthesuddendisappearanceofalongstandingmarkof 
adulthood. The First Great Awakening started among the first 
generationofyoungNewEnglanderstobetoldthattherewas 
notenoughlandavailableforthemtobegiventheirownplots 
whentheycameofage.TheSecondGreatAwakeningcoincided 
withabiggerupheavalthanalandshortage:thefinaldemiseof 
theJeffersoniandream.Itusedtobethatevenanunambitious 
workerexpectedtoendhislifeonahomesteadofhisown. 

SomethingsimilarishappeninginourpresentcultureAcol- 
legedegreeusedtocertifythatapersonhad“madeit,”butit 
nolongerdoes.Theresultisstatusanxiety — whichhelpsfuel 
there vival. 



I f thislatestspasmreallyisakindofrevival,isthatabad 
thing ?Tojudgebytheirafter-effects,revivalsseematfirst 
glance to be highly salutary. The First Great Awakening 
gave us the American Revolution, inasmuch as it was the first 
truly national eventinthecountrythatwouldbecometheUnited 
States, andthesenseofcommonidentityitforgedwouldlater 
flower into patriotism. As for the Second Great Awakening, it 
endedslavery.Abolitionismwasinmanywaysmerelyasequel 
to Finney ite revivalism, having taken fromrevivalismits per- 
sonnel, its institutions (such as Oberlin) , and its methods . The 
emotionalexcitementthattherevivalsinspiredalsowhettedthe 
northempublic’ s appetite for other forms of avocationalright- 
eousnessthatcouldprovidethesamemoralthrill. 

Ifeachboutoftiationalsoul-searchingtranslatedintoonechit 
labeled“resolve,”goodfortheehminationofonenationalevil, 
thatwouldbeamarkinrevivalism’ sfavor.Butreallyitwasj ust 
ahickyfhikethattheradicalsofthel830shadsuchamonumen- 
taleviltotumtheirsightsonlfslaveryhadbeenabolishedearlier, 
therejustwouldhavebeenthatmanymorecampaignersagainst 
Sundaymail,thatmanymoremembersoftheOneidacommune. 

Inhis HistoryojAmericanRevivals ( 1 904) frankG .Beards ley 
callstheawakeningthattookplaceinthe 1 850s“aProvidential 
PreparationfortheCi vilWar. ’ ,4 4 AstheGreatAwakeningenabled 
the feeble colonies to pass through the baptismal fires of the 
American Revolution,” he explained, 4 ‘so the Great Revival of 
1857-58 served to prepare the people and sustain them in the 
fearful cataclysm.” In making a comparison to the revivals of 
JonathanEdwardsandGeorgeWhitefield,Beardsleyignoredthe 
biggestdifferencebetweenthetwo,adifferencethatmakesany 
resemblancebetweenourcurrentmomentandareligiousrevival 
causeforworryinsteadofhope.TheFirstGreatAwakeningknit- 
tedacountrytogether.TheSecondtoreoneapart. 






Until 

Proven Guilty 

The vanishing of due process in 
campus rape tribunals 

BY STUART TAYLOR JR. & 

KC JOHNSON 

W hen itcomestodueprocessoncampus,R<putii 
cansinCongress,whocampaignedonvowstorein 
intheObamaadministration’sabusesofexecutive 
power, havelargelyacquiescedinitsbureaucratic 
imposition of quasi-judicial tyranny. Formorethanfouryears, 
theWhiteHouseandtheEducationDepartment’sOfficefoiGivil 
Rights (OCR) have used an implausible reinterpretation of a 
1972 civil-rights law to impose mandates unimagined by the 
law ’ ssponsors .Ithasforcedalmostaltofthenation ’ suni versities 
andcollegestodisregarddueprocessindisciplinaryproceedings 
whentheyinvolveallegationsofsexualassaultEnforcedbyoffi- 
cials far outside the mainstream, these mandates are having a 
devastatingimpactonthenation’suniversitiesandonthelivesof 
dozens — almostcertainlysoontobehundredsorthousands — of 
falsely accusedstudents . 

One might have expected an aggressive response by House 
Republicanstosuchgrossabusesofpower — including subpoe- 
nas, toughoversighthearings,andcorrectivelegislation.Instead, 
mostofthemhavebeenmute.IntheSenate, meanwhile, presi- 
dentialcandidateMarcoRubioofFloridaJidearyCommittee 
chairmanCharlesGrassleyofIowa,andrisingstarKellyAyotte 
of New Hampshire have teamed with Democratic demagogues 
KirstenGilhbrandofNewYorkandClaireMcCaskillofMisou 
riinco-sponsoringabillthatwouldmakemattersevenworse. 

Theauthorsofthisarticlearenotpartisancritics.Oneofus 
is anindependent,theotheraDemocratwho twice votedfor 
Obamaanddonatedtohispresidentialcampaign .B utwhenthe 
president and his party go rogue, it is the duty of the loyal 
oppositiontoblowthewhistleandfightback. 

Theadministration’scrusadeagainstdueprocessforstudents 
accusedofsexualassaulthasreliedonTitleIXoftheEdiciion 
al Amendments Act of 1 972, abrief, unadorned provision that 
simply prohibits sex discrimination in federally funded educa- 
tionalinstitutions.Ithasmostfamouslybeenusedagainstgender 
imbalances in college athletics and, more recently, in scientific 
andtechnicalfields,butintheact’sfirst39years,noadministra- 
tionclaimedthatTitlelXgavethefederalgovemmentauthority 
tomicromanageuniversitydisciplinaryprocedures. 

BarackObamaandhisappointeesadoptedaradicallydifferent 
approach. InApril20 1 1 , theOCRsentcollegeadministratorsa 
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19-page “Dear Colleague” letter that ordered colleges and uni- 
versities that receive federal funds (as almost all do) to change 
their disciplinary procedures regarding sexual assault. Each of 
the required changes — reducing the burden of proof in campus 
sex cases (and only in those cases) from “clear and convincing 
evidence” to “preponderance of the evidence,” introducing a 
form of double jeopardy by allowing accusers to appeal not- 
guilty findings, and demanding accelerated investigations that 
hamper the ability of accused students to gather evidence to 
defend themselves — increased the likelihood of guilty findings. 

Worst of all, the letter “strongly” discouraged institutions 
from allowing an accused student to cross-examine his accuser. 
And a 2014 missive from the OCR threatened schools that 
allow such cross-examination — “the greatest legal engine ever 
invented for the discovery of truth,” as the Supreme Court has 
repeatedly called it — with a charge of “perpetuating] a hostile 
environment,” which is illegal. 

Over the four and a half years since the first letter, the White 
House and the OCR have escalated, in ways too numerous to 



In mid September, the House Education and Workforce 
Committee convened its first hearing on campus rape. North 
Carolina Republican Virginia Foxx, who chaired the hearing, 
sounded like the OCR’s Lhamon in her opening remarks, citing 
the resoundingly discredited claim that one in five women is sex- 
ually assaulted while at college. Even though the majority 
Republicans selected three of the four witnesses, only one, 
Joseph Cohn of the Foundation for Individual Rights in Educa- 
tion, unequivocally defended campus due process. 

The hearing’s climate was captured by Representative Jared 
Polis (D., Colo.), who asserted: “If there are ten people who have 
been accused, and under a reasonable-likelihood standard maybe 
one or two did it, it seems better to get rid of all ten people.” In a 
scene that would have made the framers of the Constitution 
weep, campus-rape activists in the hearing room applauded this 
effusion. (Polis later issued a half-hearted retraction.) 

Meanwhile, powerful Senate Republicans have jumped onto 
Obama’s anti-due-process bandwagon. Six of them, led by Rubio, 
Grassley, and Ayotte, joined Gillibrand, McCaskill, and four other 



This situation cries out for legislative oversight, but 
the Republican response to the administration’s lawless 
evisceration of campus due process has been puny. 



detail here, their attacks on due process — and on freedom of 
speech and academic freedom — in the guise of punishing sexual 
harassment. No federal law or court decision provides a grain of 
support for such bureaucratic tyranny. This situation cries out for 
legislative oversight, but, despite controlling the House since 
2011 and the Senate since this January, the Republican response 
to the administration’s lawless evisceration of campus due 
process has been puny. 

Congress has subjected Obama’s two heads of the OCR — 
assistant secretaries Russlynn Ali and, since 2013, Catherine 
Lhamon — to just six minutes of challenging questions, all in a 
June 2014 oversight hearing, when Tennessee senator Lamar 
Alexander quite effectively pressed Lhamon to explain how her 
agency could make law by merely sending “detailed guidance 
for 22 million students on 7,200 campuses.” Stressing that the 
“guidance” could be no more than “your whim,” Alexander 
asked: “Who gave you the authority to do that?” 

“With gratitude, you did, when I was confirmed,” shot back 
Lhamon, oozing disdain for the former secretary of education. 
Six committee Democrats defended Lhamon, and no other 
Republican senator even attended the hearing. 

Apart from Alexander’s efforts, virtually the only congres- 
sional resistance to Obama’s campus agenda has come from 
House Republicans Matt Salmon (Ariz.), Pete Sessions (Texas), 
and Kay Granger (Texas). They recently introduced the Safe 
Campus Act, which would commendably cripple the Obama 
administration’s efforts to channel rape cases away from law 
enforcement and into college disciplinary proceedings. It 
would also ensure somewhat fairer hearings. This proposal has 
the support of the National District Attorneys Association, 
civil-liberties advocates, and families who say their sons have 
been harmed by false accusations and railroaded by campus 
kangaroo courts. 



Democrats in co-sponsoring the benign-sounding but dangerous 
Campus Accountability and Safety Act (CASA). 

These Republicans are keeping bad company. Gillibrand, 
for example, published two statements branding a Columbia 
University student a “rapist” even though he had been cleared 
by the university and the police had found no basis for charg- 
ing him. McCaskill, ignoring two generations of progress in the 
way police and prosecutors approach rape allegations, oddly 
asserted that “the criminal-justice system has been very bad, in 
fact much worse than the military and much worse than college 
campuses, in terms of addressing victims and supporting vic- 
tims and pursuing prosecutions.” 

With key Republicans along for the ride, McCaskill and Gil- 
librand produced a bill designed to advance the administration’s 
agenda. Its language presumes the guilt of all students accused 
of sexual assault by repeatedly calling accusers who have not yet 
substantiated their claims “victims,” without the critical qualifier 
“alleged.” CASA would also order colleges to provide a “confi- 
dential advisor” for these “victims,” with no comparable help for 
the accused. And it would require universities to publish data on 
the outcomes of their campus sexual-assault cases (which only 
Yale does now), apparently in the hope that doing so will invite 
Title IX complaints against any college that finds an insufficient 
number of accused students guilty. 

Further, McCaskill has said that CASA, by making adjudica- 
tion processes uniform for all institutions, is designed to help 
“remove the underpinning of . . . lawsuits” by accused students 
who say they were railroaded. No wonder McCaskill believes 
that “victims” might see themselves as “better off doing the Title 
IX process” than going through the criminal-justice system. 

The Washington Examiner ’s Ashe Schow asked each spon- 
soring senator’s office how CASA would ensure due process 
for accused students. An Ayotte spokesperson declined to 
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answer Schow’s questions, justifying the senator’s co-sponsor- 
ship by repeating the canard that one in five college women is 
sexually assaulted. 

A Rubio spokesperson replied, “This bill does not address this 
issue.” When asked whether college officials or law enforce- 
ment would have the most authority to investigate allegations, 
the spokesperson responded: “The victim will have the most 
authority.” This reflected (at best) an astonishing misunderstand- 
ing both of the need for impartial adjudication of such serious 
charges and of the fact that at the investigative stage there s no 
“victim”; there are an accuser and an accused. 

Why have Republicans abandoned their duty to expose and 
oppose Obama’s disregard for basic fairness on the matter of 
campus tribunals for alleged sexual assault? Part of the reason is 
fear of the “war on women” demagoguery that greets any Re- 
publican challenge to any Obama-administration policy involv- 
ing gender. In addition, some social conservatives seem intent 
on taking advantage of the current alarm about sexual relations 
on campus to try to restore traditional gender norms there — a 
lost cause. And protecting the civil liberties of people accused of 
violent crimes has never been a high priority for most Republi- 
cans, who (like most other Americans) remain ignorant of both 
the railroading of innocent students and the radical nature of 
Obama’s campus agenda. Most have been misled by the admin- 
istration’s allies in politics, academia, and the media to believe 
three myths: that a campus rape epidemic exists, that it’s getting 
worse, and that almost all accused males are guilty. 

None of these things is true. While rape is a very serious prob- 
lem for women in their late teens and 20s, the best data show that 
roughly one in 30 (not one in five, as Obama and his allies claim) 
women are sexually assaulted while in college; that they are safer 
on campus than off; that the campus rape rate has plunged since 
1997; and that false or likely false accusations are not uncom- 
mon, albeit impossible to quantify with confidence. On the last 
point, accusations against innocent students seem to be increas- 
ing at colleges, where accusers are urged by campus sex bureau- 
crats, professors, and activists to report dubious or simply false 
allegations. Institutions of higher learning also tend to define rape 
and sexual assault far more broadly than either the criminal law or 
common understanding, as in the suggestion that sex with a part- 
ner who in any degree is intoxicated constitutes sexual assault. 

Far from acquiescing in “rape culture” as sensationalized by 
the media, America’s universities are in the grip of a dangerous 
presume-guilt-and-rush-to-judgment culture, driven by the 
Obama administration. An entire generation of college students 
is learning to disregard due process and the dispassionate evalu- 
ation of evidence. And dozens of clearly or at least probably inno- 
cent students, whose cases we will detail in a book we are now 
writing, have been branded sex criminals, been railroaded out of 
their universities, and seen their hopes and dreams ruined. 

Their persecutors include Amherst, Brandeis, Colgate, Colum- 
bia, Harvard, Miami of Ohio, Michigan, Michigan State, Middle- 
bury, Occidental, St. Joseph’s, Swarthmore, the University of 
Califomia-San Diego, the University of North Dakota, the Uni- 
versity of Tennessee-Chattanooga, Vassar, and Washington and 
Lee, among others. And given the opacity of the college disciplinary 
process, those cases are almost certainly just a small part of the total, 
as hundreds of other similar injustices remain veiled in secrecy. 

How can Republicans improve on their lamentable accep- 
tance of these Obama-driven abuses? Electing a president pro- 



tective of campus due process would be the best hope, but it also 
seems the most unlikely. No Republican presidential candidate 
has spoken up for campus due process, and Senator Rubio 
appears to be part of the problem, not the solution. Of course, 
Hillary Clinton likely would make things even worse. 

Taking the Obama OCR to court also offers only limited 
hope. While the courts have upheld some lawsuits filed against 
universities by falsely accused and wrongly expelled students, 
the obstacles to suing federal agencies such as the OCR for 
abusing their power are almost insuperable. And pro-due- 
process legislation, such as the Safe Campus Act, is probably 
doomed in the Senate even if it can clear the likes of Virginia 
Foxx in the House. 

But there is still much that an awakened Congress and state gov- 
ernments can do to limit the damage, to mobilize public opinion 
in support of fairness, and to prevent demagogues such as 
Gillibrand and other Obama allies from doing to the criminal law 
what they have already done to campus discipline. Senator 
Alexander has made a start by focusing on drunk-with-power 
bureaucrats wildly overreaching their authority. In a September 23, 
2015, hearing, he extracted from Amy McIntosh, a deputy assis- 
tant secretary of education, the admission that “guidance that the 
department issues does not have the force of law.” This after more 
than four years during which the OCR had enforced its “guid- 
ance” letters to universities as though it did have such authority. 

Republican-run oversight committees should put Catherine 
Lhamon on television at every opportunity. Members could start 
by asking her about her recent, preposterous suggestion that 
because colleges “are equipped to investigate . . . plagiarism or 
drug dealing,” they are competent to police alleged sex crimes. 
Plagiarism is not a crime, let alone a violent one. And it’s hard to 
imagine how colleges could even begin to investigate a serious 
criminal offense such as drug dealing. 

Oversight committees also should demand documents from 
the administration regarding the origins of the 2011 “Dear 
Colleague” letter. How much was the White House involved? 
Was this part of Obama’s political strategy of mobilizing the 
Democratic base by aggressively using executive power to pro- 
mote their causes? Did anyone worry about the certainty that 
innocent as well as guilty accused students would be expelled 
as rapists? What did the document’s drafts say? 

Why has the OCR told universities that they can’t require 
sexual-assault accusers to report their complaints to police? Do 
any other federal agencies discourage reporting felony offenses to 
law enforcement? Does the administration hold the view that po- 
lice are hostile to victims? Why the almost exclusive focus on 
alleged victims at colleges, and not on the far more numerous, less 
privileged women for whom the police are the only recourse? 

As for the criminal law, the prestigious American Law Insti- 
tute is now considering proposals to criminalize sexual relations 
as they have been routinely and consensually practiced through- 
out human history. Whenever a woman claims that she did not 
give “affirmative consent,” either verbally or with unequivocal 
nonverbal cues, to a recent or long-past sexual encounter that her 
partner reasonably considered consensual, that would be rape. 
As has been seen at colleges that have adopted the standard, the 
effect of the change would be to shift the burden of proof from 
the accuser (and the state) to the accused, undermining the pre- 
sumption of innocence in the process. 

Will Republicans wake up in time to stop such lunacy? NR 
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Athwart 



BY JAMES LILEKS 



War and Imagination 



A fter the CharlieHebdo attack, it seemed as if 
FrenchgrieffollowedtheWestemmodelsetin 
placeafterthedeathofPrincessDi.Emotional 
prostration. Candlelight vigils. Heapsofteddy 
bears. Arally for Healing, with Instagrammed memorials 
stampedwiththegenerallyacceptedhashtag.Everyonewas 
Charlieforaweek,withatricolorTwitteravatar.Teenson 
TumblrfoundmoumfulPiafvideostoembed. 

Thistime?Well,anewsreportfromParissaidthatamusi- 
cian rolled up a piano to the B ataclan theater and played 
John Lennon’ s ‘ ‘Imagine,” the mopey utopian anthem that 
asksyoutoimaginenoreligion.It’seasyifyoutry,saysthe 
song .It’s easierify ou ’ redeaf andean ’ thearthemen with 
thegunsshouting 4 ‘ Allahuakbar.” 

‘ ‘Nothing to live or die for,” the lyrics go — again, that ’ s 
coldcomfortwhenyou’redyingbecausesomeonewhojust 
blewintotownwithhispassportstillsmellingofGreeksea 
salt has lots of things to kill for. Then there ’ s the line that 
says to “imagine no possessions.” Apparently the French 
military imagined a future in which ISIS no longer pos- 
ses sedtheobj ectsstoredintheirRaqqamunitionsdumpand 
sentplanestomakethedreamcometrue. 

You read of the French bomber mission and thought: 

Hey, that whole freedom-fries thing? Ketchup under the 
PontNeuf,’kay? 

It also made you wonder why Raqqa had not suffered 
conversion into chunky rubble already. If the French got 
thestrikecoordinatesfromtheU.S.,ashasbeenreported, 
whathadtheObamaadministrationpreviouslyintendedto 
do with that information? Save it for a symbolic act of 
retaliatoryactionafter 4 ‘extremists’ ’didextremely extreme 
things in Grand Central Station? Is there any reason 
Raqqa’ sprimetargetsaren ’ tsmokingholes ? 

Oh,right:Thewarisover.Oh,right:ISISiscontained, 
inthesensethathorsesthatkickeddownthebarndoorand 
fled are containedby the Atlantic andPacific oceans , the 
Rio Grande, and the Arctic Circle. Oh, right: Pinprick 
reprisalsjustguaranteeanotherattack,andwhat’sneeded 
is acoordinated, multilateral, long-termstrategywithour 
coalitionpartners to address sectarian divisions in acon- 
textthattakesintoaccounthistorical — hey,isthatamush- 
room cloud on CNN ? Are they running something about 
theendofWorldWarll? 

Aswithanyterroristattack,thesmartpeoplebeganto 
fretthatthenativisthordes, muttering in theirbeer halls 
sincetheirdefeatin’ 45 ,wouldusetheeventtodi vertpeo- 
plefromtherealproblemsweface,whichareus. Salon , 

hoursafterthemassacres,hadthisheadline:“Andsothe 
hatespeechbegins:LetParisbetheendoftheright’svio- 
lentlanguagetowardactivists.”Thepieceisacatalogue 
ofmeanthingssomeonesaidaboutanti-FirstAmendment 
collegiate dweebs. Noted. The Right says that “college 
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professors who strong-arm journalists in public spaces 
shouldlosetheiqobs”andthisisofferedasanexampleof 
“violent language” somehow akin to jihadis’ shooting 
peoplein wheelchairs . 

The Guardian reached for the small smooth stone it 
obsessively rubs for comfort and worried about Islamo 
phobia. One of the numerous pieces of reflexive auto- 
castigationnoted: 

Theresentmentofdisaffectedyoungmenandwomenfroma 
disadvantaged community frequently discriminated against 
in education, employment and housing has been further 
fuelled by largely symbolic measures they feel have been 
takenagainstlslamunderFrance’sstrongseculartradition. 




Text 



Soasecular,generallyleftistcultureisalsoracist.Howis 

thatpossible?Aren’tsecularismandleftismthetwinpillars 

thatpropupthemodemtempleoftolerance? 

Reread thatparagraph : French citizens who go to fight 
forISISare“fuelledbylargelysymbolicmeasures” — oh, 
ho wtheybum — thatreflect 4 ‘France ’ sstrongseculartradi- 
tion.”SoFranceisobligatedtochange?Youmaythinkthe 
persistenceofFrance ’ santiclericalstrainisoneofthemost 
regrettable remnants of its mad bloody revolution, but 
that’ s its culture, and it is not obligated to change it to 
accommodate those who want religion and state to be 
inextricably intertwined. Unless, thatis,youbelieve that 
the dominant culture is always required to assume the 
mores of the immigrant culture as a show of good faith. 

N ot allow the mores ; adopt them. B utif you wish out of 
somemulishchauvinismtomaintainyourculture’s tradi- 
tion, you ’ refuelingthefire. 

The French obviously wish to continue being French, 
whichseemsatoddswiththeirparticipationinthenational- 
dissolutionproj ect so dearly lovedby the Eurocrats in the 
aeriesofBrussels.Nostates, nocultures, nonationalidenti- 
ties.Justagreatdocilelowingherdtobeguidedtowardan 
emptyidentitywhosesolebindingagentisaunitofcurrency 
withimaginarybridgesonitsbanknotes.Atleastthat’sthe 
futurethey’reinstructedtoimagine. 

What ’ sthatotherlyric ?Imagineallthepeople,livingfor 
today. Okay, wedidthat.Tumsouttherearealotofpeople 
li vingfortheday whenwe ’ redeadindirtpitsorface-do wn 
on a bloody theater floor. How about we imagine the day 
whenwe ’ reli vingandthey ’ renot ? 

Thattakesacertainkindofcitizen.TheFrenchmaynot 
know it, but the most beloved fictional representative of 
theirculturemaybeCaptainRenaultfromCasaZ?/a?7ca .He 
playedalltheangles,andwhilewedidn’tagreewithhiscol- 
lusion,weadmiredhowhenegotiatedtheshoals.Heliedto 
Rick whenhe shuthimdo wnforgambling ; he was ahyp- 
ocriteandasybarite;butheknewthefinepleasuresofciv- 
ilizationandwishedtocontinuetoenjoythem. 

Intheend,whenitcounted, he plugged theNazi. In the 
endyoualwayshavetoplugtheNazi. 
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The Long View 



BY ROB LONG 



From the 

Collected Diaries of 
Donald J. Trump 

Chapter 4 : “ 1957 - 1961 : 
The Husky-Boy Years ” 



Thursday 

Have decided to take trumpet 
lessons, becauseexpertsagreethat 
thetrumpetistheinstrumentwith 
the most sex appeal. Will let Dad 
know that he will need to hire a 
trumpetteacher. 



Tuesday 

. . .andsoIshouted“Getoffof 
my property” when they came 
ontothefrontyardtogettheirball 
back and many of them refused, 
whichmademeveryveryangry.If 
they are going to play s tickball in 
the street, which is fine with me 
and I’ve mentioned many times 
here in this journal — and it IS a 
JOURNAL and NOT a DIARY 
because, A) diaries are what girls 
writeinandU mnotagirland2)it 
has a BOY on the cover and it’s 
actually called, and this isn’t me 
sayingthisit’sthemanufacturerof 
the diary I MEAN THE JOUR- 
NAL who put these words on the 
cover, “AB igB oy ’ sAll- American 
Journal”sothatshouldbetheend 
of that topic. Anyway. So. My 
point being that if you’re not 
goingtoinvitemetoplaystickball 
with you because one time it 
lookedlikelwascryingbecausel 
was out BUT THAT WASN’T 
POSSIBLEbecauselwasn’toutJ 



mean, why would I be so-called 
cryingorwhateveritwassomeof 
them said I was doing if I 
WASN’T OUT in the first place ? 
Right? Crazy. Somepeopleinthe 
neighborhood are sad. It ’ s pathet- 
ic. Andit’snotmesayingthisit’s 
theirparents,whocometoseemy 
dad all the time to say, basically, 
howdowegetourkidstobemore 
like Donnie? Will Donnie please 
play with our kids more and 
maybe some of his EXCEL- 
LENCE will rub off on them? 
That’s the gist of what they say, 
anyway.Dadwon’ttellmeexactly 
what they’re saying to him when 
theycomebytotalkaboutme,but 
I’m basically totally certain it’s 
about how much they ’ d all rather 
havemeastheirsonthananyofthe 
boystheyDOhave,whoareallsuch 
dummiesthattheydon’tevenknow 
that if they want their stupid ball 
back MAYBE THEY SHOULD 
INVITEMETOPLAY!!! 



Sunday 

TheboysinmyCubScoutpack 
don ’ trealizethattheyha vemadea 
verypowerfulenemy. 



Wednesday 
Last year, as you may recall, I 
had decided that there were only 
twogirlsinmyclassthatwerepos- 
siblecandidatesforthepositionof 
Mrs . D onald J . Trump . I will try to 
beagentlemanaboutthisbecausel 
am a gentleman and I want to be 
niceandIamaniceperson,butat 
this juncture, one year later, it’s 
becoming clear that one of them 
may not be chesty enough for the 
veryimportantpositioninlifethat 
she will (maybe) be asked to fill. 
Whenlwasinthelibrarythisafter- 
noon after school because ONCE 
AGAIN I WAS N OT IN CLUDED 



IN STICKB ALLIsnuckalookat 
the Encyclopedia Britannica and 
under “Female Anatomical 
Development” it basically said 
what I already knew, which i s that 
thisisthetimeinlifewhengirlsget 
prettyandlamverysorrytoreport 
that at least one of the girls who 
WASincontentiontobecomeMrs . 
Donald J.Trumpis showing signs 
of just not getting there in the 
bosomdepartment. Luckily forme 
I had not yet informed either of 
these girls about any of my think- 
ing — Dad’s constant advice to me 
is “Shut up, Donnie. Just please 
shut up” — which is his short and 
economical way of teaching me 
that deal-making requires one to 
holdone ’ scardsclosetoone ’ svest , 
whichldo.Neitheroneofthepos- 
sible future Mrs. Trumps, neither 
theflatonenortheprettyone, real- 
ly givesmesomuchasthetimeof 
daybutlamdoinglotsandlotsof 
calisthenics every day and have 
ordered the Charles Atlas program 
utilizing DYNAMIC TENSION, 
whichis the very best course any- 
one can buy anywhere, and is 
advertised in the pages of no less 
than the Little Lotta comic books , 
which experts agree are the best 
comicbooks around, andsopretty 
s oon I should be able to stop buy- 
ing my pants in the husky section 
andthenweshallseewhichofthe 
potential Mrs. Donald J. Trumps 
makes the grade, if at all. Neither 
one is very nice to me so maybe I 
should think about making a new 
selection. 



Monday 

Stupid trumpet. It’s a dumb 
instrument. My fingers aren’t 
even that fat so the idea that 
they’retoofattoplaythetrumpet 
i s crazy. I am g oing to tell D ad t o 
firemytrumpetteacher. 
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SMIbuckley, jr. 



C onsidered by many to be one of the best political books ever 

written, National Review is thrilled to announce a new “Fiftieth 
Anniversary” edition of Bill Buckley’s classic candidate memoir, 

The Unmaking of a Mayor . 

Could it be a half century already since Buckley launched his famous 
Conservative Party effort to become mayor of New York City, an effort 
that revitalized — indeed, saved — the conservative moment, flat on its 
back from the 1964 Goldwater drubbing? It is. And the Golden 
Anniversary is well worth celebrating, heralding a seat-of-the -pants 
campaign that captivated the nation. Yes, it failed, as Bill captured just 
13% of the vote on Election Day, with liberal Republican John Lindsay 
emerging as the next Mayor of New York. But: Did it really fail? In fact, 
the effort prevailed, in large, historic, and consequential ways, as 
Candidate Buckley, by dint of his persona, moxie, wit, verve, and inteL 
ligence, revived and resuscitated the conservative movement from coast 
to coast. 

The Unmaking of a Mayor is Buckley at his finest — in youthful 
prime, in the center of the maelstrom, standing athwart history, casti- 
gating the liberal elite, bringing the conservative message to millions, 
who found it . . . quite to their liking. This handsome, big (nearly 500 
pages!), high-quality softcover edition, re-published in conjunction with 
our friends at Encounter Books, is only $22.95 a copy, and includes two 
terrific additions to the original printing. One is a tour- de -force 
Afterword by Morning Joe host Joe Scarborough, a huge WFB fan, who 
wrote of the effort: 

But because of his own virtuoso performance on the trail, the NR 
editor somehow managed to turn a municipal election into a 
national event. Along the way, he also managed to supply a badly needed 
spark to what the candidate himself had called a dying ideology. The Buckley campaign 
would also unite a coalition of working class voters who would be labeled “Reagan Democrats” in the coming 
years. The conversion of these Democrats to the Conservative cause would provide an electoral road map for Republican suc- 
cess that would soon make Buckley’s damaged party the dominant force in American politics for a generation to come. 

The other is a brilliant Foreword by frequent NR contributor and Buckley Campaign aide-de-camp Neal Freeman (“It’s been 
fifty years now since Bill Buckley demanded a 

recount. Perhaps we owe him one.”). , 

If you want a fascinating piece of history, a 
world-class campaign memoir, an example of 
Buckley — the writer, the polemicist — at his very 
best, a book that is as relevant today as it was a 
half century ago, then you must get (direct from 
NR) this new anniversary edition of The 
Unmaking of a Mayor . 

HOLY WORLD WIDE WEB! YOU CAN 
ORDER UNMAKING RIGHT NOW AT 
STORE.NATIONALREVIEW.COM 
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WILFRED McCLAY 




Russell Kirk: American Conservative, by Bradley 
J. Birzer (Kentucky, 608 pp., $34.95) 

G iven theconfusedanddispirit- 
ed state of American conser- 
vatismatthepresentmoment, 
it is high time for a Russell 
Kirkrevival.Theverythoughtofsucha 
revival is appealing, even exhilarating, 
andtheappearanceofBradleyJ.Birzer’s 
splendid and exhaustively researched 
biographyofKirkjustmightprovidethe 
catalystneededtosetitinmotion.Notthat 
Kirkhasbecomeaforgottenfigureinthe 
2 lyearssincehisdeathAnumbeiofValu- 
ablestudiesofliislifeandworkarealready 
available, includingthosebyJamesPer 
son, Gerald Russello, and the late W. 
Wesley McDonald ; andthemostimpor- 
tantoftheWizardoMecosta’smultitudi- 
nous writings, suchas The Conservative 
Mind and TheRootsofAmericanOrder , 
have remained continuously in print, 
thanks to the good graces of ISI B ooks . 

For anyone genuinely interested in con- 
servativethought,itwouldbehardtomiss 
Kirk, andfew writersof such stature are 
moreofapleasuretoreadintheoriginal. 

Butthatdoesnotmeanthatthedistinc- 
tive features of his message have been 
getting an adequate hearing, particularly 
among those whomhe liked to call 4 ‘the 
risinggeneration.”Eventhemostworthy 
heritagehastobefreshlyappropriatedby 
thosewhoinherititAndtheKirkianway 
of doing things is a taste that must be 
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acquired.Tothosewhoareaccustomedto 
thinking of conservatism as chiefly a 
matterofpublicpolicy,ofschoolvouch- 
ers and capital-gains taxes and health 
savings accounts, all presented in crisp 
quantitativetablesandsoggybureaucratic 
prose, Kirk’smessage, withits historical 
sweep andpoetic splendor, its delight in 
thepursuitofbeautyandfancy,itsdisdain 
foracademicisminallforms,anditstal- 
entformakingusfeelthevitalconnection 
betweenourselvesandthestoriesofvan- 
ishedpeoples andthings ofthepast, will 
comeasagreatandpleasantsurprise.For 
Kirk,conservatismwasnotasetolpolicy 
desiderata.Itwasadispositionofgrateful 
wonder that calls us to acknowledge our 
deepest places, the sources of our being, 
andtostrivetoliveinrespectfulandlov- 
ingharmonywiththem. 

Birzer ’ sbiographyisthefirsttobeable 
to draw on the immensity of Kirk’ s per- 
sonalpapers,includinghisdiariesandlet- 
ters,andassuchitprovidesreaderswith 
awealthofhithertounknowndetailabout 
hisworkinglife,hisimpossiblywidecir- 
cleofacquaintances,andhisdealingswith 
contemporariessuchasLeoStrauss,Eric 
Voegehn,RobertNisbet,T.S .Eliot, Barry 
Goldwater, and tutti quanti . The book 
offers no startling departures from the 
general outlines of Kirk’s life as they 
havebeenrenderedformanyy earsno w ; 
but many of the details it provides not 
onlyfillinthepicturebutcomplicateitin 
interestingways,andprovidesupportfor 
B irzer ’ scontentionsaboutho wweought 
toreadKirknowandhenceforth. 

Bomin 191 8inPlymouth,Mich.,toa 
strugglingmiddle-classfamilylivingina 
prefabricatedhousethatlackedanindoor 
bathroom, Kirk was nevertheless able to 
parlay a voracious loveofreadinginto a 
superioieducation,withabitolhelpfrom 
asolidlytraditionalpublic-schoolsetting 
thatprovidedhimwithscopeforhisliter- 
ary and debating skills. Graduating from 
MichiganStatein 1 940andunabletofind 
workinthelingeringDepressionJieended 
upservingintheU.S .Armyformostof 
World War II — an experience that he 
loathed, andthatcementedinhimaliber- 
tariandistrustofoverweeninggovemment 
control. In addition, he quietly ques- 
tioned many of the measures associated 
withtheAlliedcause. Inparticular, Kirk 



was appalled by the internment of 
Japanese- American citizens, which he 
witnessed firsthand in Idaho, and even 
morebythedroppingofthetwoatomic 
bombs on civilian targets at Hiroshima 
and NagasakiBothseemedtchimdemon- 
strations of the follies of concentrated 
power.Ofthelatter,hedarklydeclaredto 
afriendthat“theknellofcivilizationhas 
been sounded. . . . Science and popular 
judgmenthavebroughtustonihilismin 
thought and fission in substance.” The 
American confidence in “the God Pro 
gress” was foolish and misplaced; for 
progress, itseemed,meantonly“progress 
toward annihilation.” Even the V- J Day 
celebrationsheobservedinthestreetsof 
SaltLakeCity lefthimcold. He was no 
knee-j erkpatriot,notbyalongshot . 

It was notuntilhis post-war graduate 
studies at St. Andrews Efniversity that 
Kirkfoundhimselffullyformedasacon- 
servativethinker.Ithadeverythingtodo 
withbeing in Scotland. The atmosphere, 
lore, landscape, architecture, and people 
olScotlandallutterlyenchantedhim,and 
seemed to quicken his literary energies : 

He wrotethreebooks,sevenshortstories, 
and 25 scholarly articles, among other 
things, during his four years there. The 
mostimportantofhiswritingsduringfhat 
time, though, washisdoctoraldissertation, 
which would eventually be published in 
1953as TheConservativeMind ,oneofthe 
trulyindispensablebooksirAmericaneon- 
servativeintellectualhistoryandarguably 
themostimportantofallKirk’ sbooks . 

As Birzer points out, 1953 was an 
annusmirabilis fortheAmericanconser- 
vative mind, and specifically a year of 
extraordinary productivity in the publi- 
cation of conservative books: In addi- 
tion to Kirk’s magnum opus, there was 
Robert Nisbet’s Quest for Community , 
Leo Strauss’s Natural Right and History , 
and Daniel Boorstin’s The Genius of 
AmericanPolitics .Theyearsimmediate- 
ly before and after saw a virtual who’s 
who of authors — including Eliot, Ray 
Bradbury, ChristopherDawson,Voegelin, 
C. S. Lewis, Whittaker Chambers, Wil 
liam F. Buckley Jr. , and Francis Graham 
Wilson — publish worksofgreat,andeven 
monumental, importance to conserva- 
tives .ButKirkdidsomethingthatnoneof 
theseotherauthorsdidintheirworksiHe 
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sought to prove that Anglo-American 
conservatism was no mere recent inven- 
tion, butthatithadausablepast,avener- 
ablehistoryofthinkersextendingbackat 
leasttoEdmundBurke,ifnotagreatdeal 
farther, andforwardtosuchcontemporary 
figures as George Santayana and Eliot. 
And, asBirzerinsists, “in [Kirk’s] defini- 
tionoftheconservativejhepoeticjiterary, 
andtheologicalsupersededthepolitical.” 

ItisoneofBirzer’schiefgoalsinthis 
biography to emphasize this very point 
againandagainaboutKirkithathewasat 
hisbest,andwasmosteomfortable,when 
writingaboutmattersthatwerenotpolit- 
ical, and doing so in a manner that was 
not political. As Kirkexplainedin 1952 
to Henry Regnery, his publisher, it was 
importantto 4 ‘recognizethegreatimpor- 
tance, in literature as in life, of religion, 
ethics, andbeauty.” Politics, he snapped, 

4 4 is the diversion of the quarter-educated, 
andl do try to transcend pure politics in 
my book.” And by implication, Birzer 
seemstobearguing,thosereadersoveithe 
yearswhohavetriedtorecruitKirktothe 
causeofhard-core 4 ‘movement’ ’conserva- 
tive pohticshavebeencommittingagrave 
error, failingtoreadhimashewishedto 
beread,andfailingtoopenthemselvesto 
thelargercurrentsatworkinhiswriting. 

But what about Kirk’s own ventures 
intopolitics,notablyinB arryGold water ’s 
doomedcampaignforpresidentin 1 964? 

Or his enthusiastic support for Ronald 
Reagan’s political career, his public en 
dorsement of Pat Buchanan’s dissident 
candidacy for president in 1992, and his 
subsequentworkinexploringthecreation 
of aBuchananite third-party movement? 
Or,perhapsmoreimportant,whatabouthis 
longstandingrelationshipwithN ational 
Review, andwithWilhamF.Buckley Jr. ? 
Birzeracknowledgesallthesethings,and 
ismodestandtentativeinansweringthese 
questions, butitseemsclearthatheviews 
thesemoreconventionalformsolpolitical 
activity as misguided, and perhaps even 
wholly mistaken: Kirk perhaps diverted 
toomuchofliisenergyintowritingas 4 ‘part 
of a sect’ ’ rather than 4 ‘part of his desired 
republicofletters . ’ Tti spossiblejiecontin- 
ues,thatKirkthereby“lessenedhisreach 
andallowedhisoppositiontoquestionhis 
integrityandconsequentlytheintegrityof 
nonpoliticalconservatism. ’ ’Hiself ortson 
behalf ofGoldwaterwere“avitalanom- 
alyinhislife.” 

Perhaps. But the problem with this 
positionisthatthereislittleevidencethat 



Kirkhimselfregardedthoseeffortsinthat 
way, or expressed profound personal 
regret about them after the fact. Indeed, 
thereisevidencethatKirkenjoyedagood 
politicalscrapnowandagain.Whatseems 
clearer, though, isthatBirzer ’ s somewhat 
disapproving account of Kirk’s political 
gambits may reflect the disenchantment 
so many younger conservatives today 
seem to feel with the false promise of 
political action, and their belief that an 
excessive emphasis on achieving political 
victories has led to animpoverishmentof 
conservatismthroughanuttemegleclofthe 
realmoftheimaginationandoftherealm 
ofculturemoregenerally.Inthisview,the 
transformation and revitalization of a 
moribund, life-denying, and inhumane 
cultureinto somethingmorefittingto our 
humanendowmentDheprincipaltaskfac- 
ing conservatives and conservatism, and 
Russell Kirk’soeuvreneedstobereadin 
thathght,andnotasaguidebookforsmit- 
ing the enemy hip and thigh. Birzer’s 
biographycouldbeextraordinarilyimpor- 
tantifitsucceedsinrevitalizingthewit- 
nessofRussellKirkforsuchreaders. 

Ontopofallitsothervirtues,thisbiog- 
raphypossessesthesupremeoneofbeing 
ajoy toread, asitconvey s somethingof 
theadventureofthelifeofthemindover 
thecourseofthetumultuous20thcentury. 

It seems almost sprightly, even weighing 
inat600pages, whichisnosmallfeat.lt 
doesaremarkablejobofprovidingread- 
ers with an introduction to every maj or 
influenceonKirk,fromIrvingBabbittto 
Ray Bradbury, even as it chronicles the 
twistsandturnsofKirkhimself. 

Andthebookiswritteninaremarkably 
Kirkian way, rather than following the 
pseudo-objective canons of mainstream 
scholarship. Like Kirk, Birzer does not 
affect a neutrality toward his subj ect of 
whichheis not capable. He has tremen- 
dousloveandenthusiasmforKirkandis 
not reluctant to show it. The volume is 
Kirkian, too, initswayofapproachingthe 
knowledge of the past. “Abiographer ’s 
work,’ ’Birzersay s ,‘ ‘isalway sande very- 
wherepoetic,’bywhichhemeansthatthe 
biographer, while being scrupulously 
attentivetofacts,seeksfirstandforemost 
toconjureandexpressthedeepshapeofa 
life as it emerges independently of the 
welter of data. Hehas succeededatboth 
tasks — and in doing so, he may have 
smoothedthepathtowardtherecoveryof 
Kirk’s work by arising generation that 
badlyneedshim. 



Not Enough 
To Succeed 

TERRY TEACHOUT 




Empire of Self: A Lfe of Gore Vidal , 
by Jay Parini (Doubleday, 480 pp., $35) 

T he clockisfinallyrunningout 
on Gore Vidal . He got lucky 
(if you want to call it that) 
when BestofEnemies,a doc- 
umentaryabouthistelevisedskirmishes 
with William F. Buckley Jr., was re- 
leasedafewmonthsbeforethepublica- 
tion of Jay Parini’s Empire of Self, the 
second full-length biography of the 
authorof. . . what? MyraBreckinridge ? 

Live from Golgotha ? Scarcely anyone 
no wreads orremembers any ofVidal ’ s 
novels, norweretheywellthoughtofin 
hislifetime,afactofwhichhewaswell 
aware, having read the innumerable 
reviewsthatdeclaredhimtobebetterat 
essay s.Thatirkedhimnoend — nobody 
writes29novelstohavethemignored — 
and the fact that he eventually found 
within himself the ability to chum out 
everything-you-know-is-wronghistorical 
novels that sold by the truckload to the 
booboisie can have soothed his pain 
onlytoalimiteddegree.Itdid, however, 
make him rich, thus allowing him to 
spend his dotage explaining at endless 
and enervating length why capitalism 
wasacrime,democracyadelusion,and 
TimothyMcVeighavictim. 

To be sure , Vidal did also manage to 
writeonegoodplay, TheBestMan, but 
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none of the other plays and screenplays 
with which he paid his rent in the Fifties 
and Sixties amounted to much more 
than potboiling. As for his seven middle- 
brow historical novels, Andrew Fergu- 
son said the last word about them when 
he declared that their author “filled 
more readers’ heads with more histori- 
cal crapola than anyone since Parson 
Weems.” The essays, too, are fast 
approaching their sell-by date, fueled as 
they are by a narcissistic nastiness that 
sold magazines (what will that awful 
Gore say next?) but loses its zest when 
enshrined in book form. Indeed, one 
would be hard pressed to quote from 
memory anything that Vidal ever wrote, 
though two of his quips, “Never miss a 
chance to have sex or be on television” 
and “It is not enough to succeed — others 



enough experience to write his first 
novel, Williwaw , a not-bad exercise in 
naturalism that put the 20-year-old 
debutant at the head of the promising- 
young-wartime-writers class for five 
minutes or so. 

Vidal subsequently did all he could 
to make a bigger splash, publishing 
seven more novels between 1947 and 
1954. Prose fiction, however, was not 
to be his metier: He stabbed at a grab- 
bag of styles without giving the impres- 
sion that he was giving of himself. 
“Beneath my cold exterior, once you 
break the ice, you find cold water,” he 
said. It was, up to a point, true. But 
Vidal’s cautious chilliness also had 
much to do with the fact that he had once 
given extravagantly of himself in 
print — to no avail. 



that he had slept with Austen only once, 
on the night they met. “You’re never 
going to understand me and you’re never 
going to understand our style of life!” he 
yelled at his first biographer, Fred Kap- 
lan. “Everything to you is that damned 
bourgeois marriage model!” 

Perhaps — but to read TheCityandthe 
Pillar now is to be left in no doubt that 
the author once felt somewhat other- 
wise. Parini argues plausibly that Vidal, 
far from being at ease with his homosex- 
uality, had longed to be rid of it, in part 
so that he could ascend more easily the 
ladder of celebrity. He claimed forever 
after that all human beings were naturally 
bisexual, meaning that he was, too, 
though no one who knew him at all well 
agreed. And since he presumably real- 
ized that he was stuck with himself as he 



Though the young Vidal carried himself like a 
prep-school trust-fund boy, he was in truth a Mr. Nobody 

from Nowhere. 



must fail,” retain their currency. Alas, he 
stole the second from Iris Murdoch, and 
the first is not nearly so clever as he sup- 
posed, though he lived by it for as long 
as he could. 

So why bother with Empire of Self , 
whose author is so unabashedly proud of 
his friendship with Vidal (“I was look- 
ing for a father, and he seemed in search 
of a son”) as to make the reader blush? 
Because Parini has a good story to tell 
and tells it with surprising honesty, mak- 
ing tactful excuses for his subject’s myr- 
iad failings but never trying to paper 
them over altogether. He is, in fact, so 
honest as to have done something I 
would have thought impossible: He 
made me feel sorry for Gore Vidal. 

Though the young Vidal carried him- 
self like a prep- school trust-fund boy, he 
was in truth a Mr. Nobody from No- 
where who was raised in the vicinity of 
his mother’s husbands’ money but had 
none of his own. His only claim to dis- 
tinction was his maternal grandfather, a 
now-obscure senator from Oklahoma 
with whom he spent much time as a boy, 
in the process acquiring immortal long- 
ings that he first thought of assuaging, 
logically enough, by going into politics. 
Instead he joined the Army, coming 
home from World War II with barely 



In The City and the Pillar , his third 
novel, he told the story of Jim Willard, a 
young man who falls in love with Bob 
Ford, his best friend, in high school, real- 
izes in the process that he prefers men to 
women, and embarks on a protracted tour 
d’ horizon of the gay netherworld that 
leads him by installments back to his 
friend, who by now is happily married 
but with whom Jim has remained ob- 
sessed. When he tries to renew their 
youthful romance, Bob replies, “Let go 
of me, you queer.” Enraged by the rejec- 
tion, Jim strangles him. 

Vidal later admitted that TheCityand 
thePillar was based on a similar friend- 
ship of his own, explaining that the 
Biblical reference in the title was in- 
tended as a warning against “the roman- 
tic fallacy. From too much looking back, 
[Jim] was destroyed, an unsophisticated 
Humbert Humbert trying to re-create an 
idyll that never truly existed except in 
his own imagination.” It was a mistake 
that Vidal himself was never again to 
make. Even though he entered into a 
permanent domestic relationship with 
another man, Howard Austen, two years 
after The City and the Pillar was pub- 
lished, he thereafter preferred to troll 
compulsively for an unceasing parade of 
nameless sexual companions, bragging 



was, he decided to be honest to a fault: 
TheCityandthe Pillar is nothing if not 
forthright. Much of it reads like an apolo- 
gia, and the climactic explosion of mur- 
derous violence (changed by Vidal to 
anal rape when he revised the novel in 
1965) is foreshadowed by this exchange 
between two other characters: 

“But do you have the nerve to tell the 
world about yourself?” 

Paul sighed and looked at his hands. 
“No,” he said. “I don’t.” 

“So what can we do, if we’re all too 
frightened?” 

“Live with dignity, I suppose. And try 
to leam to love one another, as they say.” 

That is not, to put it mildly, the Gore 
Vidal of later years. One might almost 
call him — yes — earnest. 

Not surprisingly, Vidal was devastated 
by the failure of so self-revealing a book 
to establish him as a major author. Small 
wonder that he so publicly despised 
Truman Capote, Norman Mailer, John 
Updike, and all the other up-and-coming 
American novelists who were winning 
the fame (and, in Capote’s case, the 
acceptance) that he coveted. So he kept 
his feelings out of his later novels, aban- 
doning the genre altogether between 
1954 and 1964 to make money with big- 
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$29.95 — and is well worth the 
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andsmall-screenhackwork.In 1 960, he 
wrote The Best Man, a smart, knowing 
play about presidential politics that ran 
for520performancesonBroadway.By 
thenhehadcultivatedawitty, camp-free 
publicmannerthatmadehimapopular 
TVguest,andheappearedoneverything 
from What's My Line? to Rowan and 
Martin's Laugh- In . In 1960, Dorothy 
Kilgallen introduced him to the What 's 

My Line? audience as the author of The 

BestMan £ouryearslater,sheintroduced 
him as the author of the film version of 
TheBestMan .Nomentionwasmadeon 
either occasion of The City and the 
P///ar,muchlessanyofhisothernovels. 
Itwasasiftheyhadneverbeenwritten. 

In due course Vidal became suffi- 
ciently respectable to be engaged for a 
series of joint TV appearances with 
Buckley, whom he debated as part of 
ABC’s coverage of the 1968 presiden- 
tial conventions. Knowing there was 
nothing to be gained by playing it 
straight, hegoadedhisopponentbycall- 
ing him a “crypto-Nazi” on camera 
(strongstuffforabigotednativistwhose 
own anti-Semitismgrew more overt as 
he grew older). The furious Buckley 
respondedby callinghima 4 ‘queer’ ’ and 
threatening to hit him . Instead of offer- 
ing in return to strangle B uckley, Vidal 
grinned ecstatically, conscious that he 
hadwontheroundbykeepinghiscool. 
“Well, I guess we gave them their 
money ’ s worth tonight ! ” he chortled as 
Buckley stalkedoutofthestudio. 

Bythen,Vidalhadlargelyfiguredout 
howtolivethewayheaffectedtowant, 
and he finished the j ob when he pub- 
lished Burr ini 973andrangthegongof 
middlebrow popularity at long last. 
From then on, he counted his money, 
scratched cattily at his betters in The 
New YorkReview of Books, andcontin- 
ued to appear on TV until decades of 
drinking left his brain so soggy that no 
onewouldbookhimanymore.Fewsus- 
pected that he had longed for more out 
oflife — buttheauthorof EmpireofSelf 
knowsbetter.WhenHowardAustenwas 
dying, he asked Vidal to kiss him. 
According to Parini, “Gore kissed him 
on the lips , the first time that had hap- 
penedinhalfacentury.”Vidal, by con- 
trast, spent his last hours watching 
videotapes of himself onT V. That may 
not be the saddest story I have ever 
heard, but it’ll do until the real thing 
comesalong. 






Getting a 
Grip on the 
Gipper 

STEVEN F. HAYWARD 

Finale: A Novel of the Reagan Years, by Thomas 
Mallon (Pantheon, 480 pp., $27.95) 

H istorical fiction can be an 
imaginativewayofexploring 
greathistoricalcharactersand 
bringingeventstolifebeyond 
the documentary evidence and witness 
accounts. Youmighthavethoughtwrit- 
ers would hesitate to approach Ronald 
Reaganandhistimesthroughfictionafter 
the disaster of his official biographer 
Edmund Morris’s inserting himself as a 
semi-fictionalcharacterinhisnrisbegotten 
Dutch ( 1 999) , but fortunately Thomas 
Mallon’s invented characters in his new 
novel of the Reagan era don’ t include 
himself (though one suspects that more 
thanoneisacompositeofrealpeople). 

Finale followsotherMallonhistorical 
titles, such as Dewey Defeats Truman 
(1997) and Watergate: AN ov el (2012), 
thatsparklenotforofferinganyboldnew 
interpretationofeventsbutforcapturing 
thetextureofthetimeswithadrywitand 
akeeneyeforsubtleinsights.Thecharms 
of Finale grow slowly on the reader, as 
Mallon ’ sfeelforthismostextraordinary 
andunusualpresidencyofthe20thcentu- 
rycan’thelpbutleaveusnostalgiconce 
again for the time of the Gipper. It was 
extraordinary for the events that took 
place — especially the key turning point 
oftheendoftheColdWar — andalsothe 
Hollywood element of Reagan himself, 
whichiseverpresentbutnotoverdonein 
Mallon ’ streatment . 

Readers old enough to recall the pre- 
Internet 1980s will enjoy the nostalgic 
appearances of Phil Donahue, Top Gun , 
B ob Hope j okes, Falcon Crest , Kaypro 
computers, Olivia Newton-John, the 
boomletforaJeaneKirkpatrickpresiden- 
tialruninl 988,MikeDeaverinrehab — 
even would-be assassin John Hinckley 

Mr. Hayward is the Ronald Reagan Distinguished 
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Graduate School of Public Policy. 
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makes some appearances from inside 

hispaddedcellinSt.Elizabeth’smen- 

talhospital. 

Mallon’s structure and style offer a 
kaleidoscopic approach to the subject, 
withseveralnarrativestrandscompeting 
for focus. Finale opens with a brief 
accountofReagan’striumphantandnot 
entirely impromptu remarks on the final 
nightofthe 1 97 6Republicanconvention 
in Kansas City, which everyone at the 
time as sumed would be the 65 -year-old 
Reagan ’ spoliticals wansong .Theno vel 
thenjumpsaheadtenyearstothebrief, 
crucialperiodofthelatesummerandfall 
ofl986,whichsawthehighestandlow- 
est points of Reagan’s presidency: the 
Reykj avik summit of October 1986 and 
the breaking of the Iran-Contra scandal, 
which threatened to end Reagan ’ spresi- 
dencybeforehefinishedhisterm. 

Malloneschewsthestyleofthesingle 
knowingnarratorinfavorofunspooling 
thestoryfromthepointofviewofmulti- 
plecharacters, one of themfictionalbut 
mostofthemprominentnamesfromthe 
time, including Richard Nixon, Pamela 
Harriman, Nancy and Maureen Reagan, 
and Christopher Hitchens. (The superbly 
drawn Hitchens — Mallon was a close 
friend — mayhavebeentheexcuseforthe 
wholebook.)HisrenderingsofHitchens’s 
tartnessaredeadon,andmanyofhisone- 
liners about other figures zing off the 
page. Of Pamela Harriman’s political 
ambition to swing a Senate seat in the 
1 9 86election,forexample,Mallonsay s : 
“She coveted it as she once might have 
anotherwoman ’ sring . ’ ’ (HehasHitchens 
say ofHammanthatshewas 4 ‘alady with 
toomanyhusbandsandtoomuchmoney.’ ’) 

He channels Nixon perfectly, too, and 
contrivesseveralconvincingNixonlines. 
OftheKhrushchev-eraSoviets, Mallon ’ s 
Nixon says: “Thugs and peasants; you 
could practically smell the manure on 
them.” Nancy Reagan tells an aide, 
“Elaine, howlonghaveyoubeeninthis 
j ob 70 verreactingiswhatl do . ’ ’(Mallon 
alsohasNancycontemplatingpullingout 
Joe Biden’s hair plugs one by one, “as 
excruciatingly asshecould.”) 

Mallon wisely doesn’ttrytoputhim- 
self very far into Reagan’s head and 
leaves the Gipper mostly in the back- 
ground. He is content to leave be the 
mystery of Reagan’s remoteness and to 
runwithlinesthatmostlyexistinthehis- 
toricalrecord. He has J eane Kirkpatrick 
saythatReaganisunlikeanypolitician, 
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academic ,oq oumalistshe ’ severkno wn, 
a “warmly impersonal man,” but that 
underneath Reagan’s smoke burns an 
intense fire. “But nobody knows where 
thefire AAndnobodyknowswhostarted 
itorhowtokeepitgoing 

Mallon’s original contribution to 
Reaganpsychobiographyistounderstand 
himasDetectiveCohmbo, withaseem- 
inglybumbling justonemorething man- 
nerthalbefuddledtheSoviets .Theclimax 
of thebookis Reagan and Gorbachev at 
Reykjavik, where the Soviets sprang a 
mousetraponReagan,certainthathe’ dbe 
wilhngtoconfmehisSDImissile-defense 
programto 4 ‘thelaboratory ’’inexchange 
for eliminating all strategic nuclear 
weaponsManyofReagan’saidesthought 
itadeal worthmaking, and werejustas 
incredulous as the Soviets that Reagan 
said “Nyet.” Everyone had misjudged 
Reagan, andinsteadofbeingcaughtina 
trapjieranawaywiththecheeseandsent 
the Soviets home with the trap snapped 
shutontheirICBMtriggerfingers . 

Mallon’s account is understated and, 
while not explaining Reagan’s genius, 
leaves the impression that it was there 
somewhere. Mallon may have missed 
some opportunities to explore this dra- 
matic scene ; he appears to have worked 
from the State Department notes of 
Reagan’s one-on-one meetings with 
Gorbachev, which do not capture ade- 
quately some of the extraordinary argu- 
ments and digressions the two leaders 
had.AmuchmoredetailedSoviettran- 
script has been translated. (Amazingly, 
the Reagan Library was unaware of its 
existencewhenlpointeditouttothema 
couple of years ago, though they surely 
haveacopyinafilesome where . )There ’ s 
amomentintheSoviettranscriptwhen 
Reagannotesthesignificanceofthefact 
that Gorbachev, alone among Soviet 
leaders, hasnotusedtheboilerplatelan- 
guage about the old Leninist goal of 
world revolution. Mallon makes refer- 
ence to this moment, but the State 
Department transcript does not capture 
this exchange adequately. Among other 
elements, afightGorbachevpicked(and 
lost) with Reagan about Soviet movies 
offersnotonlyunintentionalcomicrelief 
but another window into how these two 
remarkablemendealtwitheachotherin 
way s no previous president and general 
secretary evercouldhave . 

ButilMallonmissedanopportunityto 

exploremorefullythemomentwhenthe 




Cold War very nearly ended once and 
for all, he has captured the mood and 
feelofthelatel980sperfectly.Andhe 
offers many sound one-off contrarian 
judgmentsandrevisions.Mallonrightly 
mocks the supposed warmth between 
Reagan and Tip O ’Neill that is used 
today as a cliche of reproach against 
‘ ‘polarized’ ’ Washington : ‘ ‘What a j oke 
thatpeoplethoughtheandRonnieactu- 
allybecamelrishpalseverydayaftersix 
o’ clock! The two ofthemdetestedeach 
other, the only difference being that 
Ronniehadtheclassnottomock him in 

private [The story was] a pint of 

public-relations malarkey for both of 
them.” We also meet the younger Sid 
Blumeithal,“whosemindlikedtogam- 
boloverhistory ’ sgrassyknolls .” 

Mallon departs the main scene with 
the Iran-Contra scandal at full boil, 
merely hinting at DonRegan ’ s fate and 
Reagan’s eventual recovery, and con- 
cludes with a short epilogue that is a 
melancholy peek at Reagan ten years 
later, asAlzheimer ’ swastakinghimand 
preventing the meaningful sentimental 
reunion with Gorbachev that the two 
had wistfully proposed at Reykj avik. It 
isametaphor, perhaps, forourgrowing 
forgetfulness of the messiness, confu- 
sion, and vicious crosscurrents that 
oftenattendedtheReagany ears . Here ’ s 
hoping that Mallon will turn his gimlet 
eyenexttotheClintonyears, especially 
aswelookforwardto(anddread)apos- 
siblesequel. 



Holding Up 
A Mirror 

JONATHAN LEAF 




Give Me Liberty or Give Me Obamacare, 
by Michael Ramirez (Threshold, 

288 pp., $ 28 ) 

eople know 1 8th-century 
LondonmorefromHogarth’s 
drawingsthanfromthework 
of any novelist. Indeed, the 
titles of his best-known picture 
series — “ARake’s Progress” and “Gin 
Lane” — arepartofourlanguage.They 
define the age: We know the dissolu- 
tion of Robert Walpole’s day through 
Hogarth to a degree we don’t from 
S amuelRichardson . 

Two-time Pulitzer Prize-winning 
editorial cartoonist Michael Ramirez 
is assuming the role of our Hogarth. 
Furtherproofappearsinthissecondcol- 
lectionofhisdrawings . 

Thesearen ’ tsimplyamusement .Often 
quitebeautifufthey ’ repenetratingassess 
mentsofagross, dishonest, andunwel- 
comeperiodinournation’shistory. 

Ramirezrightlydirectshissearchlight 
toward the man at the center: B arack 
Obama.Butthecartoonistdoesnothold 
backfrometchingderisiveportraitsofa 
press and public that aid and abet a 
leaderwho,whennotengrossedwithhis 
links handicap and his MarchMadness 
tourney bracket, employs the Constf 
tutionforkindling. 

As Ramirez pointedly notes in his 
introduction, Obamahasproclaimedthat 
he is abetter crafter of oratory than his 
speechwriters,knowsmoreofthedetails 
of govemancethanhispolicy directors, 
andisakeenerpoliticaldirectorthanhis 
strategists.Yet,whilethepresidentiscon 

Mr. Leaf is a playwright and critic living in New York. 
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sistently shown not to be aware of the 
failuresofhispoliciesandthechicanery 
of his aides, Ramirez is, in fact, areal- 
hfeanalogueofObama’ sself-image :He 
is a sharper op-ed writer than all but a 
handful of the best-known columnists, 
and he grasps more about politics than 
moststrategists. 

Andhecandraw. 

It’softendifficulttosaywhatitisthat 
makesacaricaturist’sworkmemorable, 
though a high level of proficiency at 
draftsmanship plainly i sn ’ t a neces sity . 
Totakebutoneexample,almostevery- 
one who has seen the work of Ralph 
Steadman, HunterS .Thompson ’ slong- 
time collaborator, can identify his 
splotchy drawings, work that suitably 
complemented Thompson’s accounts of 
hisdebauchery, abandon, andanarchism. 

But it’s hard to produce work that 
standsonitsown,andthatstandsupover 
time, withoutavery highlevelof skill at 
drawing.Howgoodisanillustrationthat 
doesn’t illustrate? Tom Wolfe was right 



that a novel gains in force and power 
through the novelist ’ s sustained capacity 
forrenderingtheminutedetailsofitsindi- 
vidual scenes, whether of paint-peeling 
courtrooms or sweat-drenched gypsy 
cabs . Similarly, a cartoon seizes us by 
thethroatandholdstightatourgillsnot 
simply because it is clever but because 
itslinesareapt, specific, andprecise. 

And no newspaper cartoonist in 
America drawshalfaswellasRamirez. 
Whenhepresentsatsunamiapproaching 
a beachfront at low tide, his delicate 
cross-hatching displays the fineness of 
the sand while the lone figure on the 
shore,aslow-movingelephant,isn’tjust 
a symbol but an actual plodding beast. 
The scene is ominous and real. Where 
anothercartoonistdrawingthesamepic- 
ture would simply be making a point 
aboutalikelychangeoverinthemakeup 
oftheCongressandtheenervatedcon- 
dition of Republican leaders with an 
“Election Wave” swelling up behind 
them, what Ramirez offers us is palpa- 




Text 



FIREFLIES 

After sundown you see the first 

Out of the corner of your eye, then another 

In the middle distance, the gloaming, 

Where a grove of maples conspires, 

Darkly thinking night- thoughts 
While these inklings of light multiply 

Glowing only as they ascend, 

As if the effort to rise and shine dulled them 

At a preordained height 
No higher than a child’s head, or 

So it seems, while there is daylight enough 
Bending along the broad curve of the sky 

For us to glimpse the fading world they ornament. 
Within the hour we can see a hundred 

Bearing messages to the departing day. 

They are supposed to be mating, soundlessly. 

And if they were a chorus, they would crescendo 
At the climax or quintessence of twilight, 

At the time that is neither day nor night. 

After that the fireflies make themselves scarce, 

Having no love for the deeper shades of evening, 
Except for the brave few who astonish us 

By rising above the treetops in darkness 
Where one might be mistaken for a star. 

-DANIEL MARK EPSTEIN 



ble. It’snot an idea flashing past: It’s a 
fully rendered tableau that wakens our 
senses even as his critical commentary 
lodgesitselfinthebackofoumoggin. 

Still, noneofthiswouldmake much 
differenceifheweren’tamanofideas 
with something to say — and a wit. 
Ramirez is no latter-day Currier and 
Ives. He is not a picture-postcard or 
children’ s-bookillustrator. His work is 
in the tradition of Thomas Nast and 
Walt Kelly. Like them, he has certain 
recurrentthemes,alongwithabeliefthat 
theartistryisinservicetothemessage, 
nottheotherwayaround.Consequently, 
hewillsometimesunderplayhisfacility 
with pen and pencil, and some of his 
most devastating sketches are parts of 
seriesinwhichweseecaricatures with- 
out foreground or background. In one, 
Ramirezpresentsthepresident’snarrow 
phizwithhislargeearsflappingout.Our 
focus is directed to the words the smug 
visagebarks out: the president’s actual, 
repeated lies about Obamacare, and his 
misleading claims about foreign policy, 
theIRS ,anddefense. 

But no issue reveals Ramirez’s out- 
look more than immigration. Although 
heisasonandgrandsonofimmigrants 
whoarrivedfromJ apanandMexico,he 
is very much in accord with the Tea 
Party anditsenmitytowardaRepubli- 
can establishment anxious to compro- 
miseonimmigration.What,heasks,is 
thepointofhavingarepublidfitsorou- 
tinelydisplaysbadfaithtowarditslaws? 
Timeandagain,Ramirezrefersbackto 
theConstitution,andoneofthebestcar- 
toons in the collection shows Obama 
denouncing a group of oddly dressed 
Oval Office visitors. Washingon, Jeffer 
son, Adams, andFranMin, Obama pro- 
claims, are “extremists,” men who, for 
someinexplicablereason,areattachedto 
the idea of limited government. That 
makes the book’s central point, that 
B arackObamahas — inthewordsoflib- 
erallegalscholarJonathanTurley, quoted 
by Ramirez — been the president that 
“Nixon always wanted to be”: a self- 
crownedregentwhoextendshisauthority 
withoutregardtoprecedent. 

In exposing Obama’s usurpations, 
Ramirez shows his own connection to 
Nast, who is considered the father of 
Americanpoliticalcartooning.Employed 
by Harper ’sWeekly ,Nastisbestremem- 
bered now for his Civil War-era con- 
demnations of slavery and his acerbic 
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GildedAgeportraitsoftheTweedRing. 
Nas t ’ s workcontinues to appeal, as itis 
artful nd principled.Similarly, Ramirez 
combinesskillwithoutrage. 

His anger is most concentrated on 
Obama, but he also flays Reid, Pelosi, 
Hillary Clinton, and the Republicans 
who have enabled them. Ramirez is 
incensed by their mone y-printing, and 
he repeatedly illustrates the problem 
with distorted views of the dollar. On 
one such picture, we see beneath the 
watermark seal the words “Made in 
China.” Signed by Hu Jintao, the bill 
features a pictureofGeorgeWashington 
arching an eyebrow and gazing back 
quizzically at that phrase. As with so 
many of his cartoons, the simple joke 
works because his talent for drawing 
bringsittoahighe rplane. 

The collection featuresaforewordby 
Dick Cheney, a “backword” by Rush 
Limbaugh, and an introduction by 
Ramirezthatisoneofthemosteffective 



and fact-filled takedowns of Obama’s 
administrationyetwritten. 

Although all ofthebook’s drawings 
areincolor,itisapparentthattheartist 
knowsthatmanywillbereproducedin 
black and white , and there is no doubt 
that he i s a draftsman much more than 
a painter. Also noticeable is that his 
animals are typically more human, 
reflective, andintelligentthanhispeo- 
ple,thepoliticiansespecially. Thisisn’t 
to say that Ramirez is a misanthrope; 
perhap s it ’ sj us tmoreproofoftheadage 
thatacynicisafrustratedidealist. After 
all,oneconsistentmessageinRamirez’s 
artisloveof — andbeliefin — ourcoun- 
try. And, much as it may disappoint 
him, it has also given him honors and 
deservedfame. 

Thathasbeentherewardforactingas 
a faithful recorder. For just as Hogarth 
leftuswithapictureofL ondon’scrowded 
streets filled with drunks andhighway- 
men, Ramirez provides us with images 



offoreigndespots,thefecklessdomes- 
tic leaders who prostrate themselves 
beforethem,andtheseeminglyomnipo- 
tent government bureaucrats who bend 
our laws to boost their own power. 
Crowded around these figures are a 
great many vividly depicted gadgets, 
machines , andde vices ,fromsuper sonic 
jets to hospital control panels. Like 
Ramirez’s animals, the contraptions 
seemtohavealifeandenergylackin gin 
alltoomanyofthepeople. 

In recent decades, liberals have adu- 
latedGarryTrudeauandHerblock, car- 
toonists who couldn’t draw a proper 
rectanglewithoutaT-squaretolaydown 
the sides. But the primitive quality of 
their drawing has rapidly dated their 
work even more than has the want of 
sophisticationintheirthought.Ramirez 
provides the conservative movement 
withanartistwhoisindeedanar tist,and 
we can andshouldcelebratehisachieve- 
ments — andheedhiscounsel. NR 
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Film 

No Deal, 
Mr. Bond 

ROSS DOUTHAT 

T he first J ames B ond movie I 
canrecallseeingwas TheLiv 
ing Daylights , one of the two 
Timothy Dalton outings; its 
mostmemorablemomentfeaturedB ond 
andhislatestgirlsleddingacrossanlron 
Curtainborderatopacellocase. “We’ ve 
nothing to declare,” he cried to the 
guards. “Except this cello!” the girl 
chimedin. 

At the time, believe it or not, the 
Dalton movies were what passed for 
Gritty Bond — a 007 who womanized a 
littlelessandscowledalittlemore.They 
were also, perhaps not coincidentally, 
only middling performers at the box 
office, and they gave way to the Pierce 
Brosnan era, whose campy absurdism 
(thinkDenise Richards as anuclear sci- 
entist named Christmas in The World Is 
Not Enough , or Brosnan parachute- 
surfing a tsunami in Die Another Day ) 
escalated from one film to the next, 
asymptotically approaching what might 
becalledtheRogerMooreHorizon. 

B ut after four B ro snan efforts , and in 
theshadowof9/l 1 — andperhapsinthe 
shadowof AustinPowers: International 
ManofMystery aswell — itwasdecided 
thatwhatBondneedednowwasagen- 
uinelydarkandgritty, DarkKnight -style 
reboot, featuring a 007 who wouldn’t 
just scowl: He would bleed and suffer, 
andmore than that, he would even dare 
to love. 

The result was the Daniel Craig era, 
whichreinventedBondasagrim-visaged 
roughneckcarryingthesorrowsofempire 
on his corded shoulders and resolutely 
refusedtoletitsherohaveanysortolfun. 
Inhisfirstouting, CasinoRoyale ,helost 
hisbeloved,VesperLynd,totheschemes 
ofanintemationalcrimesyndicate;inhis 
second, Quantum of Solace , he pursued 
thatsyndicateallthewaytotheveryun- 
Bondian landscape of rural B olivia to 
| meteoutjustice. 

e As if this weren ’ t enough to establish 
1 that we weren’t watching DiamondsAre 
8 Forever anymore, thenextCraigmo vie, 




Daniel Craig in Spectre 



Sky fall, brought in Sam ( American 
Beauty) Mendes and the great cine- 
matographer Roger Deakins to make 
things feel as self-serious as possible. 
And dark is what they delivered: The 
moviebeganwithBondtryingtovanish 
into an ascetic retirement and ended 
with the destruction of his family’s 
Scottish estate, a scramble through a 
priest’sholeintoaruinedchapel,andhis 
longtimebossM ( JudiDench) expiring 
bleedinginhisarms . 

Igenerallytrytogiveanymoviewith 
priest’sholesandruinedchapelstheben- 
efitofthedoubt,butfdidn’tlove Sky fall, 

mostlybecauseitdroppedtheromance- 
and-revengenarrativethatgavethefirst 
twoCraigoutingsmostoftheirenergyin 
favor of alot of sub- J ohn le Carre stuff 
about how it’ s hard out there for a spy. 

Still, it was a handsome movie, and it 
seemed as if it closed the circle pretty 
effectively on the Craig era; with MI6 
bombed, Mdead,andtheBondancestral 
home despoiled, we seemed to have 
reachedanaturalstoppingpointforthis 
particulariterationoflanFleming ’ sspy. 

But Sky fall made $300 million at the 
domestic box office, almost as much as 
Casino and Quantum combined, and so 
Mendes and Craig came back for one 
more go-round: the newly released 
Spectre. And Spectre — well, Spectre is 
quite strange. It has the same doomy 
atmospherics as Skyfall and the same 
urgetooffersomesortofpoliticallyrele- 
vant statement about spy craft (there’s a 
nefariousplanafoottoreplacethewhole 
Double-Oprogramanditslicensestokill 
with surveillance satellites and drones), 
anditexplicitlyfollowsthethrough-line 



ofthepreviousthreeCraiginstallments, 
completewithtragicreferencestoallthe 
women(Vesper,M)thathe’sletdieand 
a love interest (Lea Seydoux) whom I 
think we’re supposed to take seriously 
asapotentialsoulmateforBond. 

Butitalsotriestoassimilatethemore 
larkish Bondian past into this Dark 
Knight of the British Empire era in the 
franchise — not only Q (Ben Whishaw) 
andMoneypenny (N aomieHarris) , who 
popped back up in Skyfall, but all the 
gonzo elements (volcano lairs, bizarre 
henchmen, exoticformsoftorture)asso- 
ciated with the supervillains who men- 
acedConnery andMoore . 

And the as similation doesn ’ t really 
take : We get a Big B ad, played by a 
distracted-seeming Christoph Waltz, 
who’s supposed to be a classic Bond 
Villain(downtohisDr.Evil-esqueoutfit, 
fluffy cat, and secret name) and also 
somehow part of the Craig era’s Bond- 
family melodrama, with very personal 
(if still e-e-e-evil) reasons for wanting 
to see 007 trussed up and interrogated. 

It ’ s a combination that lets down both 
approaches.Intheend, Spectre isneither 
gritty nor escapist, neither brooding nor 
campy, butanindigestiblecombination. 

Tobeclear:Apivotbacktothemore 
fantastical and frankly weirder Bond 
movies of old would probably be wel- 
come at this point. But that pivot isn’ t 
compatible with the character as Craig 
inhabitshim,ortheworldthat’sbeenbuilt 
aroundhisBond.Ifwe ’ reheadedbackto 
zero-gravity sex and sharks withfrickin’ 
lasers on their heads, by all means let’s 
go — butanewandverydifferent007will 
havetotakeusthere. 
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City Desk 

Talk of Many 
Things 




RICHARD BROOKHISER 

M y friendandlhaveknown 
eachotherfordecades,we 
bothliveinthecity,andwe 
areboth writers, but since 
heisarovingcorrespondentwemeetonly 
once in a supermoon. Dinner, Italian. A 
street of short brick buildings, a comer 
with large old trees . The night was mild 
enoughthatthefloor-to-ceilingwindows 
wereopen.Thebestltalianrestaurants — 
andisn’teachonethebest? — make you 
feel like a commendatore . They have a 
cultural and institutional appreciation of 
the value of esteem, even if the staff is 
from India and Colombia. Pepper, for 
example, must be stored inmills, which 
must not be placed on the table for our 
use, but offered to us . It makes the dis- 
pensingofpepperlessthanefficient,but 
thedispensingofhonorwondrouslyso. 

Catch-up talk. He blogs, we tweet, so 
weknowalotofitalready,butnothingis 
moreintimatethanfacetoface(whichis 
one reason people spend so much effort 
makingmasks) .Ihadbeenreadingabout 
John Marshall, he about Gore Vidal; I 
havehadtheeasiertime. 

4 ‘Didn’ tweeatherebefore?’ ’heasked. 

I scanned my files, back to the Reagan 
administration, butgotnomatches . 

There was a dinner once in another 
place, Itoldhim,withareporterdoinga 
storyonyoungconservatives(thatis,us: 
that ’ showlongagothatwas) .Wherewas 
the reporter now? We didn’t know. And 
where was another friend, who had also 
been at the dinner? The transience of 
acquaintance — not from anything more 
drastic than inattention. You can have a 
soulmate, andyettherelationshipcanbe 



mislaid like an umbrella. The biggest 
excuse is geography ( he moved ). But 
thetelegraphwires,Ihear,havecrossed 
thewideMissouri. 

Medical matters, also known as the 
organrecital.Wehaveaccumulatedquite 
acatalogueo verthey ears .Hehashadtwo 
all-hands-on-deckemergencytripstothe 
hospital(pneumoniaJieartfailure).Ihave 
been laid up with a spot of cancer; ever 
solicitous Jiecompiledformyl V ’ dhours 
arecorded history of jazz. Parents have 
died,sohavefriends.Eitherasprincipals 
or as loved ones, we have layman’s 
expertise. In medicine, for instance, 
geographydoesmatter:Thereareexcel- 
lent hospitals throughout the continent, 
but some specialize in this or that ail- 



problems . Once we sol veFermat ’ s the- 
orem, then we move on to the next. 
(Which jnthecaseofinusicjsserialism.) 

AndboththeseBeethovensarerealHe 
doesgrowlandscowl;moretothepoint, 
he loves the big gesture, whichhowever 
canbejoyousorcomic,aswellasstormy. 
He also had a science head (B ach had 
another) ; as far as you want to go down 
thatlinear-particle-acceleratortube,heis 
there, onezipaheadofyou. 

ButthereisalsoBeethoventhecollec- 
tor, the eclectic, the impresario. When 
B eethoven is rolling , he can be like the 
circus :Whatnext ?Evenify oucan ’ tread 
music, look at the score of the second 
movementofOp. 1 1 l(therearefreepdfs 
online) .Thisisathemeandvariations :A 



Heblogs,wetweet,soweknowalotof 
italready,but nothingismoreintimate 
thanfacetoface . 



ment, so whereyouarecanmakeasbig 
adifferencetoyourprognosisasitwould 
towhetheryouwereplanningtocarrya 
concealedweapon,orfrack. 

Music.HetoldmethatBerlioz, almost 
alone among great modern composers, 
did not play the piano. His instruments 
were guitar and flute (he could have 
recorded “California Dreamin’ ”). I told 
himofaconcertlhadbeentoatCamegie 
Hall.Itwasaprogramoflastsonatasby 
thefourgreatAustrians, Haydn, Mozart, 
Beethoven (immigrant), and Schubert. 
The performance was alittle blurry, and 
theacousticsintheorchestradidnothelp, 
but afterward my wife found a set of 
Beethovensonatasshehadgivenme,soI 
listened again to his last, Op. 1 1 1 . Then 
my friend said something surprising. I 
had pegged him, from stray comments 
overtheyears(mostlyjibesatWagner),as 
not a fan of Germanic music. But he 
calledOp. 1 1 loneofthemostimportant 
piecesinhislife. 

ThereareseveralBeethovenstochoose 
from. Most familiar perhaps is the ro- 
mantic hero: the figure from Time-Life 
booksandplasterbustsforaspiringpiano 
students.Lookathishairandhisbrow.V 
forVictoryDeaf IDiedinathundeBtorm ! 
BeethovenasLordByron,onlyugly. 

ThenthereistheBeethovenbeloved 
of musical analysis. This Beethoven 
approachessonataform,thefugue, theme 
andvariations,asaseriesofinathematical 



tune is being played over and over, in 
different forms . Look what happens a 
fewpagesin: those weird, almostblurs : 
Whatisthis? 

Hearingitismuchstranger.Theorigi- 
nal tune, the theme, is something they 
might play in church during the offer 
tory.Youexpect — especiallyifyouhave 
heard theme-and- variations pieces be 
fore — thatitwillgetlivelierand/ormore 
complicated, and it does, at first. Then 
thereisaversionthatsoundsassleekas 
MauriceChevalier.Thenthereisthever- 
sionthatStravinskycalledboogie-woogie 
(actually it is ragtime) . And then there 
areversionsthatsoundlikemovietrail- 
ers, sound tests, earthlings we come in 
peace. I found online a blog post by a 
pianist, JeremyDenk — myfriendknows 
him — whichputitwell: “Someelement 
oftheoutrageous,theunassimilated,the 
ridiculous, creepsin,andBeethovendid 
not,likesometoo-seriousartists,wantto 
letthatpartofexistencego . ’ ’ 

He did not want to let existence go. 
Or,sinceitdoesgo,hewantedtoparton 
thebestofterms.Thisthemeandvaria- 
tions is an effort to put, in eight or ten 
minutes, theworld,andtosayhowlov- 
ableitis . IV s , ambulances , lostfriends , 
read read reading, pepper mills. My 
friendhasexcellenttaste . 

He was off to give atalkinTexas , I 
togiveatalkinGeorgia.Nextyear,in 
Jerusalem. 
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Happy Warrior BY DANIEL FOSTER 




Text 



Liberalism Besieged 



H ere’ s ahistoricalbulletthatF llhappilybite: 
The 4 ‘miracle’ ’oftheAmericanf oundingwas 
as much abouttribal affinity and alignedin 
centivesasitwasaboutanyhighemotionsof 
libertyorrepublicanism. 

I ’ mbothsimplify ingandvulgarizinganeventforwhich 
Ifeelanirrationalamountofpatrioticardor.Butlamwill- 
ing to stipulate to any shrieking liberal-arts student in 
western Massachusetts that we got the American liberal 
order in part because these men considered themselves 
likeenoughtoaffordoneanotherreciprocalcourtesies.lt 
was because Jefferson and Franklin and Adams were 
antecedently and in actuality equals that they could de- 
clare, afterthefact,thatallmenarecreatedequal. 

Fnmotsayingthisisactually true, andl’mnotfurnish- 
inganyhistoricalevidencethatitis .1 ’ mmerely say ingit’ s 
a common enough heckler’s take on the founding that I 
don ’ tmindbuy ingit . 

Pictureacausalthrough-linefromtheMagnaCartaand 
the ScottishEnlightenmentto thedelegates to the Second 
Continental Congress looking around the room at one 
another — white, landed, classically educated men who 
knew Latin or had at least forgotten it; mostly lawyers or 
gentlemenfarmersorboth;possessedofthesamehistoric 
andphilosophicalandnatural-theologicalreferences ; allied 
andfinanciallyincentivizedagainstacommonenemy — and 
thinking, “Okay, Icandobusinesswiththesepeople.” 
Letmegetthis straight, Foster. You ’reswallowingwhole 
the idea that the United States of America has, since its 
birth, beenonebigexerciseinwhitemaleprivilege ? 

WelUfyoupushedmeomtJ’dpointtomyweasellyhedg- 
ingaboveButyeah,prettymuchAndyouknowwhat? Good. 

Iffreedomofspeechandofworshipjimitedgovernment, 
theruleoflaw, procedural equality, andliberty of contract 
were cooked up by pasty white gentlemen — well fed and 
bred,andwithasocialstationthatgavethemtheleisureto 
holdspitballsalonsonJohnLocke — thenthankProvidence 
forthosepastywhitegentlemen.Becauseforthebetterpart 
of 250 years, the values that came out of the American 
foundinghavebeenthegreatestforceforvirtueintheworld. 

Afortiori,thebeigehomogeneityofthearchitectsofclas- 
sical liberalism from Locke on down may well have been 
pivotalyiotincidentaftothesegooddeedsJtmighthavecre- 
ated a“safe space’ ’ forthephilosophicalj ailbreakfromthe 
earthly, base power politics of Machiavelli to the lofty 
heightsofnaturalrightsandsocialcontractsthatappliedto 
al]rationalpersons,abstractedoftheaccidentsoftheirbirths. 

The unbearable whiteness and maleness and wealth of the 
Americanorder,then,mighthavecreatedtheconditionsfor 
theultimateextensionofitsfavortothenon-whiteandnon- 
male and non- wealthy, because the professed logic of that 
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order, self-evidenttruths and whatnot, could not be recon- 
ciled — notforlong — withtheirexclusionandsubjugation. 

Ithasn ’ talway sbeenpretty.That ’ swhytheorder ’ sarchi- 
tectssettheirsightsnotonaperfectunionbutonamoreper- 
fectone.That’swhyitscaretakershadtomidwifenewbirths 
offreedomfromtimetotime. 

But — I’ll repeat myself — the whole experiment of En- 
lightenment liberalism could well be premised on there 
being people sufficiently free of identity-based disadvan- 
tages that they can consider political arrangements from 
what liberal philosophers have called “the original posi- 
tion,^ ’’withoutreferencetorace, station, orcreed.Thatmay 
havestartedasaveneer,acleverdodge,butitbecameflesh 
intheself-understandingofgenerationsofliberals. 

Today, asweknowalltoowell,thisorderisunderattack 
atMizzou andParis , fromlvy League students and 4 4 j unior 
varsity”jihadists,fromthepre-modemandthepostmodem, 
fromthepast,asitwere,andthefuture. 

There is no moral equivalence between the butchers of 
Bataclan and the frothing adolescents of the American 
academy — noteventhelittleinquisitorsofDartmouthwho 
allegedlyscreamed“F* * *yourwhitetears ! ’’atthestudents 
theyaccostedforthecrimeofdeficientsolidarity. 

ButtheideologicalthreatstheyposetotheWestemliberal 
order are equally grave. B oth the pre-modem and thepost- 
modemcritiquesofthatordercenteronitsmoralrot,onthe 
bloodlesstechnocracythathasattached(butisnotintrinsic)to 
liberalpoliticalarrangements.Theysharetheconvictionthat 
hberalpietiesareaconfidencegame.Thepre-modemsoflSIS 
wouldreplacetheorderwiththetotalitarianandpuritanical 
mleofepriestlyclass.Thq^ostmodemsatYalewoulddomuch 
thesame,withfewerbeheadingsandmoreforcedresignations. 

Thelatterisalotlessunpleasantforthoseonthebusiness 
end,butifyouhaveanydoubtthatthestudentsareasanti- 
liberalasthebutchers,considerthisresponsefroma Salon 
writerto the suggestionby left-wing auteur David Simon 
thatthecampusprotestshavepickedupawhiffoffascism. 
Tweetedsaidwriter: 

LoveDavidSimon...butpopulistmovementsareoftenalittle 
4 ‘fascist’ ’(byhisdefinition) . . . .Thisfeelslikeacommonmis- 
understanding.Socialdemocracyisnotclassicalliberalism.lt 
does not place the individual above all. It does not value 
processoveroutcome.Itdoesnotimagineapolitics[without] 
rawpower.Itdoesn’tassumerulesarehandedfromonhigh. 

Sotheworldthepostmodernswouldgiveuslooksalot 
less charred and gory than the world the pre-moderns 
would.Butbothrequirethedeletionoftheorder. 

Which is more likely to succeed? My money is on the 
PoMosTheyhavetheblueprints,youseeTheyreadFoucault 
and Derrida, cataloguing the ways that the order ’ s institu- 
tionalnorms are hamessed^nd languagecontrolled,tomanu 
facture power and compliance. But they don’ tread it as 
critique.Theyreaditasaninstructionmanual. 
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EXCLUSIVE AT- COST OFFER 

Nationwide Coin and Bullion Reserve announces the release of 
2,500 congressionally authorized, fully backed by the U.S. Government, 
$5 gold coins at the incredibly low price of only $111.00 each. 




SPECIAL ARRANGEMENTS NOW 
AVAILABLE FOR ORDERS OVER $ 25,000 



<^f you had $25,000 in gold in 2001 
at $290 per ounce you would have 
over $100,000 at today’s gold prices. 
Numerous experts are now predicting 
gold at $5,000 an ounce. Your $25,000 
could be worth $125,000 in the near 
future. This at cost offer for American 
citizens may be your final opportunity to 
own government gold free of dealer mark 
up. Due to extremely limited supplies we 
must adhere to a strict limit of ten coins 
per household. 

nmim mum 

Nationwide Coin and Bullion Reserve has 
set these beautiful U.S. Government gold 
coins for immediate public release and 
cannot guarantee sufficient inventory to 
supply current demand. This at cost public 
offer will sell out immediately. Overage 
orders might be cancelled and your checks 
returned uncashed. Ordering now might be 
your last chance to own these magnificent 
government issued gold coins at this level. 
Order now to avoid disappointment. 




1B77.SI7.1220 

TOLL FREE. 24 HOURS A DAY • 7 DAYS A WEEK 



KEY CODE: NRM-151135 

Prices subject to change due to fluctuations in gold market. 
Prices will remain at dealer cost. 




MINIMUM ORDER 5 COINS 

Coins enlarged to show detail. 
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Nuclear energy plants support more than 475,000 jobs nationally. If we want 
to keep America working, we need policymakers to support policies that will 
keep America's state-of-the-art nuclear energy plants working for all of us. 
Join us at NuclearMatters.com. 



It's abundantly clear, America needs nuclear. 
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